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CONFIGURATIONS OF
THE INDIC STATES SYSTEM
David Wilkinson
In his essay "De systematibus civitatum," Martin Wight sought to clarify Pufendorfs concept of states-systems, and in doing so "to formulate some of
the questions or propositions which a comparative study of states-systems would
examine." (1977:22)
"States system" is variously defined, with variation especially as to the
degrees of common purpose, unity of action, and mutually recognized legitimacy thought to be properly entailed by that concept. As cited by Wight
(1977:21-23), Heeren's concept is federal, Pufendorfs confederal, Wight's own
one rather of mutuality of recognized legitimate independence. Montague
Bernard's minimal definition—"a group of states having relations more or less
permanent with one another"—begs no questions, and is adopted in this article.
Wight's essay poses a rich menu of questions for the comparative study
of states systems. Among them (1977:42-44) are those of hierarchy (has a given
states system great powers?), hegemonism (do great powers successively seek to
transform or abolish the states system by reducing it to unity?), and terminus ad
quern (does the states system culminate in a world empire?).
This paper is a preliminary exploration of these questions, undertaken
within a particular conceptual framework and with respect to one particular states
system over a timespan of about two millennia. The system is that of "Indie" or
"South Asian" civilization. The macropolitical data source is the monumental
Historical Atlas of South Asia, edited by Joseph E. Schwartzberg.
Schwartzberg provides us with a remarkable amount of information
upon the political trajectory of the Indie world system, from 560 BC onward.
Schwartzberg's political terminology and a summary graph of his data appear
upon his atlas chart Major States and Rulers of South Asia by regions. 7th
Century B.C. to 1975 A.D. with comparative world chronology." In this chart,
wider or narrower graph bars represent each state exercising (1) "significant
power in at least four of the broad regions of South Asia"; (2) "significant power
in at least two of the broad regions of South Asia, but not over most of the Indian
subcontinent"; (3) "significant power in but one of the broad regions of South
Asia." (1992:xxxviii. Schwartzberg's chart legend contains qualifications
regarding overlaps across regional borders and into other subcontinental areas.)
Solid bars reflect independent (vs. vassal) states at periods when their existence
was clear (vs. "obscure" beginnings) and their power real (vs. "ephemeral for the
period depicted"). Schwartzberg labels class 1 "pan-Indian powers," class 2
"super-regional powers," classes 1 and 2 combined "major powers," and class 3

Published by BYU ScholarsArchive, 1996

1

Comparative Civilizations Review, Vol. 34 [1996], No. 34, Art. 6
64

COMPARATIVE CIVILIZATIONS REVIEW

"smaller political entities" (1992:254, 257).
Schwartzberg's nomenclature poses no substantive problems, but, for
comparative purposes, this paper will use a more abstract and traditional terminology: class 1, superpowers; class 2, great powers; class 3, local or regional
powers. The concepts appear fully analogous.
The "regions" mentioned by Schwartzberg are "analytic."
Schwartzberg's chart contains graphs of powers for "South Asia in General,"
"Northwest and Far Northwest," "North-Center," "Northeast," "West," and
"South" (as well as a comparative chart for "Areas Beyond South Asia"). There
is a map of regions with the "Major States" chart (and a discussion, 1992:254).
Schwartzberg recognizes ten actual recurrent power configurations in
the subcontinent, which, in his terminology as cited above, are listed at the left
below; I shall however hereafter use the briefer and more inclusive labels at the
right below, which correspond to the more customary political-science nomenclature.
POWER CONFIGURATIONS
One superpower plus three great powers
One superpower plus two great powers
One superpower plus one great power
One superpower only
Five great powers
Four great powers
Three great powers
Two great powers
One great power
No great powers

Unipolar

"
Multipolar
"
Tripolar
Bipolar
Unipolar
Nonpolar

Multipolarity, bipolarity and unipolarity are perhaps transparent concepts. In application, episodes with six and seven great powers were found; these
are treated as multipolar. Tripolarity requires to be distinguished from multipolarity (into which analysts often merge it) because in the Indie states system it
plays a more salient role. The concept of "nonpolarity" had to be created because
there were moments in the Indie states system when the answer to Wight's hierarchy question, Does this system have a great-power aristocracy?, was that there
were no great powers then to be found.
Unipolarity is a power configuration that potentially contains, and in the
Indie states system in fact contained, substantial diversity. It would seem proper
to treat a unipolar configuration which offered little opportunity to resist wilful
domineering by the polar state differently from one where substantial local resistance could be mounted, and in turn to distinguish that configuration from one in
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which a significant countercoalition was feasible. In this paper, the third of these
conditions is labeled "unipolarity" without qualification, the second is called
"hegemonic" unipolarity, while the first is styled "universal state." The criteria
employed for subclassification were: "universal state" = one superpower, no great
powers, no more than two local powers; "hegemonic" unipolarity = either (a) one
superpower, no great powers, three or more local powers, or (b) no superpowers,
one great power, no more than one local power. All other subconfigurations were
labeled "unipolar" without qualification. This terminology should be considered
as approximate rather than precise; precision would require more information
regarding the dominance relationships among powers than is currently available
for most.
Using the terminology just provided, this paper next undertakes to
assess Indie power configurations, listing major powers, first by half-centuries
starting 550 BC, then by decades starting 400 BC, using Schwartzberg's Major
States and Rulers of South Asia chart, the Major Powers of South Asia charts
(1992:145-149), the Dynastic Chronology charts (1992:15, 18,20,21,25, 26,31,
32, 38, 40, 46), the explanatory text (1992:161-205), and the chronological notes
on the main maps. Where the graphs show a change in power configuration at
the turn of a decade, the later configuration is listed below. This sequence stops
with AD 1800, on the grounds that that is the latest plausible date for the engulfment of the Indie states system by the larger states system to its west which I have
elsewhere (1987a) styled "Central." (The earliest plausible date is AD 1000, the
most probable about AD 1600.)
DATE

POWER CONFIGURATION

POLAR STATE(S)

550 BC
500
450
400
390
380
370
360
350
340
330
320
310
300
290
280

Unipolar
"
Bipolar
Unipolar (Hegemonic)

Kashi
Kosala
Magadha, Avanti
Magadha

Unipolar

Universal State
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270

260
250
240
230
220
210

IT

II

II
II

Unipolar

200
190
180
170
160
150
140
130
120
110

Bipolar
Unipolar
Bipolar
Unipolar
Bipolar
Unipolar
Nonpolar
it

100
90

II

80

II

70
60
50
40
30
20
10

II

AD/
AD
20
30
40
50

60
70

II

Unipolar

Indo-Parthians

II

II

Bipolar
II

Tripolar
Bipolar

Indo-Parthians, Mulaka
it
Indo-Parthians,
Mulaka, Kalinga
Indo-Parthians, Mulaka

II

II

II

II

Unipolar
II

Mulaka
II

Bipolar

Mulaka; Kushanas
it

Unipolar

Gandhara

80
90
100
110
120
130

Magadha, Bactria
Magadha
Magadha, Bactria
Magadha
Magadha, Gandhara
Magadha

II

II

it
it
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140
150

Tripolar

Gandhara, Surashtra, Mulaka

Bipolar

Gandhara, Mulaka

Unipolar

Gandhara

160
170
180
190
200
210
220
230
240
250
260
270

Nonpolar

280
290
300
310
320
330
340
350
360
370
380
390
400
410
420
430
440
450
460
470
480
490
500
510
520
530
540
550

Unipolar

Bidar

Bipolar

Bidar, Guptas

"
Unipolar (Hegemonic)

Magadha, Tondai
Magadha

Bipolar

Magadha, Bidar

Unipolar
Bipolar

Southern Hunas
Magadha, S. Hunas

"
Nonpolar

Magadha, Malwa
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560
570
580
590
600
610
620
630
640
650
660
670
680
690
700
710
720
730
740
750
760
770
780
790
800
810
820
830
840
850
860
870
880
890
900
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Unipolar
Nonpolar
Unipolar

Kanyakubja

Bipolar
Unipolar
Bipolar
Tripolar

Kanyakubja, Anupa
Anupa
Thaneswar, Karnata
Thaneswar, Karnata, Sind

Bipolar
"

Sind, Tondai
Sind, Karnata

Unipolar

Karnata

Bipolar
"

Karnata, Kanyakubja
Karnata, Kashmir

Nonpolar
Unipolar

Maharashtra

Tripolar

Kanyakubja

Unipolar

Maharashtra, Bengal,
Malwa
Maharashtra

Bipolar

Maharashtra, Malwa

"

Maharashtra, Kanyakubja

Tripolar

Maharashtra, Kanyakubja,
Gandhara

910
920
930
940
950
Unipolar
https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/ccr/vol34/iss34/6
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960
970
980
990
1000
1010
1020
1030
1040
1050

"

1060
1070
1080
1090
1100
1110
1120
1130
1140
1150
1160
1170
1180
1190
1200
1210
1220
1230
1240
1250
1260
1270

"
Bipolar

Gandhara
Gandhara, Malwa

Tripolar
Bipolar
Unipolar

Gandhara, Malwa, Ghazni
Malwa, Ghazni
Ghazni

Multipolar

Ghazni, Malwa, Dahala,
Chola
Ghazni, Dahala, Chola,
Karnata

Bipolar

Ghazni, Karnata

Unipolar

Karnata

"
Bipolar
Tripolar

Gujarat
Gujarat, Kashi
Gujarat, Kashi, Rajputana

Bipolar
Tripolar
Unipolar
"
Bipolar

Kashi, Rajputana
Kashi, Rajputana, Ghur
Ghur
Delhi
Delhi, Maharashtra

Unipolar
Unipolar (Hegemonic)
Unipolar
Unipolar (Hegemonic)
Unipolar

Delhi

1280
1290
1300
1310
1320
1330
1340
1350
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1360
1370
1380
1390
1400
1410
1420
1430
1440
1450
1460
1470
1480
1490
1500
1510
1520
1530
1540
1550
1560
1570
1580
1590
1600
1610
1620
1630
1640
1650
1660
1670
1680
1690
1700
1710
1720
1730
1740
1750
1760
1770

COMPARATIVE CIVILIZATIONS REVIEW

LL

LL

II

II

ll

II

II

II

Nonpolar
ll
Bipolar
Multipolar
Bipolar
"

Multipolar
Bipolar
Unipolar
Bipolar

Delhi, Vijayanagar
Delhi, Vijayanagar, Orissa, Bidar
Vijayanagar, Bidar
Malwa, Bidar
Malwa, Bidar, Jaunpur, Orissa
Bidar, Jaunpur
Delhi
Delhi, Orissa

LL

Unipolar
Bipolar
IT

Unipolar
"

Bipolar
LL

Unipolar

LL

Delhi
Rajputana, Vijayanagar
Delhi, Gujarat
Delhi
Vijayanagar
Vijayanagar, Delhi
Delhi, Bijapur
Delhi

II

II

II

"
II

Unipolar (Hegemonic)
II

Unipolar
LL

II

Unipolar (Hegemonic)
LL

LL

II

Tripolar
Bipolar
LL

Unipolar
it

https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/ccr/vol34/iss34/6

Delhi, Marathas, Hyderabad
Marathas, Hyderabad
LL

Marathas
II

8

Wilkinson: Configurations of the Indic States System
71

1780

Multipolar (7)

1790

1800

Multipolar (6)

Afghanistan, Sindhia,
Bhonsle/Nagpur, Holkar, British,
Marathas, Mysore
Afghanistan, Sindhia, Nepal,
British, Marathas,
Bhonsle/Nagpur, Mysore
Afghanistan, Sindhia,
British, Nepal, Marathas,
Bhonsle/Nagpur

Analysis. Various analyses of the power configuration and polar state
data suggest themselves: frequency counts, trends, cycles, specific transitions,
durations, power turnovers. Stability rules might be posited e.g. for unipolar,
unipolar-hegemonic, universal-state, tripolar and nonpolar phases, compared
with/conjoined to the stability rules proposed by Kaplan for "balance-of-power"
(i.e. multipolar) "loose" and "tight" bipolar, "hierarchical," "universal," and "unit
veto" phases. Transition rules might be sought. Actor stability and transition
rules might also be examined. Schwartzberg undertakes analyses of recurrent vs.
infrequent power loci (1992:255, 259-262), power configuration trends
(1992:256-258), and trends in size, duration, and size x duration of major powers (1992:254-255, 257-258). Here we shall examine the distributions of configuration types and durations.
In the sequence of decades 400 BC-AD 1800, there are 221 data points.
Configuration observations at these points are distributed as follows:
Unipolar of various types
Non-hegemonic
Hegemonic
Universal State
Bipolar
Tripolar
Multipolar
Nonpolar

107
71
28
8
72
17
8
17
221

The distribution is consistent with Schwartzberg's overall tally of the
number of decades from c. 560 BC to AD 1976 which conform to each of his
power configurations (1992:145-149, 255-256); Schwartzberg's summary
tables, covering a longer period, show somewhat more unipolarity, but include
the era of the British Raj. The distribution shown above is also consistent with
rejecting any hypothesis that a multipolar power configuration was the Indie
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norm. Nor may we treat a "dispersed" power configuration (i.e. multipolarity +
nonpolarity), or a configuration allowing major-power balance-by-alliance
strategies (i.e. tripolarity + multipolarity) as the norm. Likewise the data allow
us to reject any hypothesis to the effect that unipolarity, or bipolarity, or
power-concentration of the form (unipolarity + bipolarity), was an abnormality
for this system; quite the contrary, in fact. For the Indie system, at least, for this
epoch, a plurality of more or less "normal" phases (such as are posited generally
for all "international systems" by Kaplan, 1957) must be admitted, and provided
for by appropriate theory.
How stable (durable) were Indie power configurations? Treating the
three forms of unipolarity as quite distinct configurations, a given configuration
persisted through one or more observations with the following frequencies:
Observations
Frequency

1
32

2
22

3
13

4
3

5

6
5

4

7
0

4

8 1 2
1

This suggests a rather high degree of instability—most configurations lasted less
than 29 years (i.e. were observed once or twice). There may have been a Poisson
process at work. The scarcity of multipolar observations makes it difficult to
apply Indie data to the classic question of the relative stability of bipolar vs. multipolar power structures; still, the only structures that lasted through as many as
7 observations were unipolar (hegemonic or universal-state) or bipolar. (Another
reason why these data cannot even in principle arbitrate the debate over polarity
and stability as given in the international relations theory literature is that that literature equates "stability" with "pacificity" rather than "durability." Cf. Waltz
1964, Deutsch and Singer 1964.)
If the three unipolar forms are treated as variants on a single configuration, unipolar durability emerges even more impressively. The data provide one
run of 22 observations 400—190 BC, another of 12 AD 350—460, another of 10
AD 1300—1390, and another of 15 AD 1580—1720. Unipolarity so conceived
clearly monopolizes the long end of the duration spectrum. Bipolarity does no
better than one run of 8 observations AD 820—890 and another AD 1220—1290.
No other form lasts more than 6 observations (nonpolarity, 120—70 BC and AD
230—280).
If all three unipolar phases are combined as suggested, their distribution
of phase durations is as follows:
Observations
Frequency

1
8

2
10

3
3

4
0

5
1

6
1

10
1

12
1

15
1

22
1

Although the median unipolar phase still lasts no more than 29 years, the outliers
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require some notice. Perhaps, once a condition of unipolarity has lasted more
than a generation, its propensity to dissolve is reduced. In that sense, unipolarity may be a somewhat stabler form: no other configuration's distribution shows
that long tail.
As to bipolarity:
Observations 1
Frequency
10

2
8

3
4

4
2

5
2

8
2

The tail is less stretched out, and most phases last over 18 years. But for all other
forms combined, the distribution is even more compressed leftward:
Observations
Frequency

1
10

2
3

3
3

4
0

5
1

6
2

Most last only one observation, i.e. less than 19 years.
Accordingly, a much attenuated form of the same judgment may be made for
bipolarity as for unipolarity: it is relatively stable.
An issue of macrosocial "political economy" cam also be raised. This is
one of a series of papers dealing with issues of the very long term in "world politics," understood as the politics of civlizations/world systems. Previous papers
have attempted to define and bound those sociopolitical entities ("civilizations")
which have macropolitics (Wilkinson, 1987a, 1987b); to describe their major
macropolitical phases and phase change trajectories (1988); to explore their interior core/periphery phenomenology (1991); and to place them in relation to
macroeconomic social entities (1992-1993). The most recent (unpublished)
paper in this sequence sought to elicit macroeconomic phases in world systems/civilizations (1992), employing the urban historical demographic data collection of Tertius Chandler (1987) to explore the incidence of "B phases" (economic decline phases) in the histories of several sociopolitical and socioeconomic macroentities, among them "Indie civilization." Several signs of B phases
were found for Indie civilization. Long-term declines in the total urban population in large cities, as well as a high rate of turnover in the large-city lists, usually coinciding with a decline in the total number of large cities and in the population of the largest city, suggested B phases in Indie civilization AD 100—500,
AD 900—1200, and AD 1600—1700.
The current paper has attempted to extract a long-term sequence of
macropolitical configurations for Indie civilization. How do those configurations
relate to the economic phases extracted from Chandler's data? Do political configurations and changes during B phases differ from those during A phases (of
growth)?
Chandler's urban data points prior to AD 100 seem too far apart in
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time to invite comparison. Between AD 100 and 1800 there are for the Indie system 8 centuries apparently spent in B phases and 9 in A phases. Excluding the
first observation, and assigning the last in a century to that century (hence beginning with observations for AD 110—200), there are 80 observations from B phases. These are distributed among macropolitical configurations as follows:
Unipolar (all types)
Bipolar
Tripolar
Nonpolar
Multipolar

39
21
11
6
3

48.8%
26.3%
13.8%
7.5%
3.8%

The 90 observations from A phases are distributed a bit differently.
Bipolar
Unipolar (all types)
Tripolar
Nonpolar
Multipolar

39
36
5
5
5

43.3%
40.0%
5.6%
5.6%
5.6%

The most noticeable differences would seem to be the higher prevalence
of bipolarity in A phases of growth, and of unipolarity (and tripolarity) in B phases of decline. There is much variation between phases, and between centuries
within phases; still, of the four centuries in which bipolarity was the most frequent configuration, three lay within A phases, and bipolarity is the only configuration most of whose observations (39/60=65%) are found in A phases. The
relationship is neither consistent nor, likely, strong; but a mechanism, even if
loose-coupled and chancy, cannot be dismissed out of hand.
The stability of political configurations, and of powers, is also a matter
of some theoretical interest. The middle column following counts configuration
transitions per century (excluding transitions between unipolar subconfigurations); the right column counts new and renascent major power appearances per
century (and accordingly would have excluded any appearances in AD 100, and
attributes e.g. an appearance in AD 600 to 500-600).
Dates
100—200
200—300
300—400
400—500
500—600

Transitions

Appearances

2
3
2
1
7

2
1
2*
1
6
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600—700
700—800
800—900
900—1000
1000—1100
1100—1200
1200—1300
1300—1400
1400—1500
1500—1600
1600—1700
1700—1800

5
5
2
3
4
6
2
7
5
0
4
59

5
5
3
2
3
4
2

0
9
7
0
9
61

•"Magadha" in AD 340 is treated as a renaming of "Guptas" and not as a new
appearance.

The 8 centuries spent in B phases saw 21 transitions between power
configurations, or 2.625 per century. The 9 centuries spent in A phases saw 38
such transitions, or 4.22 per century. The former witnessed 15 rises or returns to
major-power status, 1.875 per century; the latter saw 46, or 5.11 per century.
Periods of economic decline appear to have been associated with stability of system power structure and of major-power elite membership, relative to periods of
economic growth.
Conclusions. In the political configurations of Indie civilization, unipolar and bipolar power structures have been very prominent, while tripolar and
nonpolar structures have been more frequent than "classic" multipolarity. When
all unipolar structural types are combined, unipolarity appears relatively more
stable (durable) than other forms, and bipolarity somewhat so.
Western international relations theorists have perhaps too confidently
assumed the normality of a multipolar states system, with five or so great powers. If a power configuration survey of the contemporary global states system
were to be taken back in time (eventually on a subglobal spatial scale), a multipolar norm would very likely be found. Yet multipolarity was clearly not the
Indie norm; either the Indie system had none, or the norm was one of "concentrated" power (unipolarity + bipolarity). Why the difference? Geopolitics and
political culture seem potentially promising areas of inquiry in this connection.
In the Indie states system, bipolarity figures more prominently in "A
phases" of economic growth, hegemonic unipolarity (and tripolarity) in B phases of economic decline, though the association is not strong. B phases also
showed greater power- configuration stability and less turnover among major

Published by BYU ScholarsArchive, 1996

13

Comparative Civilizations Review, Vol. 34 [1996], No. 34, Art. 6
76

COMPARATIVE CIVILIZATIONS REVIEW

powers. What explanatory mechanisms (or strategies) could account for these
relationships? One might begin with the phenomenology of Wesson's imperial
order—state system typology (1967, 1978), in which pluralism is associated with
creativity and unitary forms with stagnation; this seems applicable however only
to the association of hegemony with economic decline. One might begin with
Quigley's (1961) "institutionalization" mechanism for decline and "universal
empire" phase phenomenology: again this is only partly helpful. Unipolarity in
one form or another has attracted substantial attention from international relations
theorists, with various lines of inquiry following Wight (1946, 1978), Organski
(1968), Modelski (1972), and Gilpin (1981), although it is perhaps Kennedy
(1987) who makes the closest linkage between power and decline. Bipolarity's
theoretical underpinnings are much less serviceable to present needs. Analysts
have been concerned with its stability rules (Kaplan 1957), with alliance-type
clustering in multipolar power structures (Rosecrance 1963), with its war-proneness (Waltz 1964, Deutsch and Singer 1964). It is odd to think that the contemporary states system was for about forty years bipolar, and in strong economic
growth, without any political-economic connection being thoroughly developed
to link these two systemic conditions; no doubt attempts to treat the contemporary world system as virtually multipolar and/or virtually hegemonic have interfered. The following thoughts are offered to raise some questions, not to put them
to rest.
Rulers of superpowers in a unipolar system have no present enemies to
inspire immediate fear. They may freely use their political power to extract surplus from the systemic economy and devote it to elite consumption; if they fear
revolution, they may redistribute to mass consumption; if they fear secession,
they may redistribute to pacify restive provinces. They have little incentive to
promote investment for long-term economic growth.
Rulers of superpowers or great powers in a bipolar system have a present enemy, or rival at least, who is very likely to command their attention and
whom they may well fear both immediately and foresightedly. They may be
strongly motivated to postpone elite consumption and squeeze mass consumption. If short-sighted, they will employ saved surplus to enlarge their military
forces; but if they see no imminent decisive struggle, they may lengthen their
time horizons and invest, or promote investment, the better to be able to enlarge
their forces later.
Similar considerations might apply to rulers in a tripolar or multipolar
system, but with much less urgency. Rivals today may be allies tomorrow; they
may prefer to build power by alliance rather than by investment; and the more
great powers there are, the more appealing free-riding will appear.
University of California, Los Angeles

https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/ccr/vol34/iss34/6

14

Wilkinson: Configurations of the Indic States System
77

BIBLIOGRAPHY
Chandler, Tertius. 1987. Four Thousand Years of Urban Growth: An Historical
Census. Lewiston, N.Y.: St. David's University Press.
Deutsch, Karl W., and J. David Singer. 1964. "Multipolar Power Systems and
International Stability." 16 World Politics no. 3 (April 1964), pp.
390-406.
Gilpin, Robert. 1981. War and Change in World Politics. New York:
Cambridge University Press.
Kaplan, Morton A. 1957. System and Process in International Politics. New
York: Wiley.
Kennedy, Paul. 1987. The Rise and Fall of the Great Powers. New York:
Random.
Modelski, George. 1972. Principles of World Politics. New York: Free Press.
Organski, A.F.K. 1968. World Politics. 2nd ed., revised. New York: Knopf.
Quigley, Carroll. 1961. The Evolution of Civilizations. New York: Macmillan.
Rosecrance, Richard N. 1963. Action and Reaction in World Politics. Boston:
Little Brown.
Schwartzberg, Joseph E„ ed. 1992. A Historical Atlas of South Asia. 2nd
impression, with additional material. New York: Oxford University
Press.
Waltz, Kenneth A. 1964. "The Stability of a Bipolar World." 93 Daedalus
(Summer 1964), pp. 881-909.
Wesson, Robert G. 1967. The Imperial Order. Berkeley: University of
California Press.
Wesson, Robert G. 1978. State Systems: International Pluralism, Politics and
Culture. New York: Free Press.
Wight, Martin. 1946. Power Politics. London: Royal Institute of International
Affairs.
Wight, Martin. 1977. "De systematibus civitatum." Pp. 21^15 in Systems of
States, edited with an introduction by Hedley Bull, Leicester University
Press.
Wight, Martin. 1978. Power Politics. New York: Holmes and Meier.
Wilkinson, David. 1987a. "Central Civilization." Comparative Civilizations
Review, Fall 1987, pp. 31-59.
Wilkinson, David. 1987b. "The Connectedness Criterion and Central
Civilization." Pp. 17-21 et passim in Matthew Melko and Leighton
Scott, eds. The Boundaries of Civilizations in Space and Time. Lanham,
MD: UPA.
Wilkinson, David. 1988. "Universal Empires." Comparative Civilizations
Review, Spring 1988, pp. 22-44.
Wilkinson, David. 1991. "Cores, Peripheries and Civilizations." Pp. 113-166 of

Published by BYU ScholarsArchive, 1996

15

Comparative Civilizations Review, Vol. 34 [1996], No. 34, Art. 6
78

COMPARATIVE CIVILIZATIONS REVIEW

Christopher Chase-Dunn and Thomas D. Hall, eds., Core/Periphery
Relations in Precapitalist Worlds. Boulder, CO: Westview.
Wilkinson, David. 1992. "Decline Phases in Civilizations, Regions and
Oikumenes." Comparative Civilizations Review, Fall 1995, pp. 33-78.
Wilkinson, David. 1992-1993. "Cities, Civilizations and Oikumenes."
Comparative Civilizations Review, Fall 1992, pp. 51-87; Spring,
1993, pp. 41-72.

APPENDIX
The following narrative attempts to provide somewhat coarser-grained
data than are employed in the text, on the sequence of Indie power configurations
as derived from Schwartzberg. Fifty-year intervals are used at first, beginning in
550 BC; twenty-five year intervals are used after AD 1000, as the narrative
becomes denser. Powers are designated by class; third-class powers are grouped
region by region, major powers designated by their core region (usually that of
their origination, occasionally that to which they relocated their capital). Powers
new or continuing at that rank, risen or fallen within the three ranks, or renascent
from the political "underclass," are so labeled. State or geographic designations
are preferred, with ethnic or dynastic names parenthesized where known, except
for highly mobile political entities, which are given ethnic or dynastic labels.
States are assumed to continue despite conquest by outside ethnicities which settle an area and rule it as an elite, replacing or subordinating an existing elite; likewise despite military coups or palace intrigues that replace one dynasty with
another.
The narrative was reconstructed as follows. (1) The chart "Major States
and Rulers of South Asia" was the initial source. (2) More detailed and precise
"Dynastic Chronology" charts (1992:15, 18, 20, 21, 25, 26, 31, 32, 38, 40, 46)
were used to enlarge the list of powers and fix their duration more precisely. (3)
The text (1992:161-205), chronological notes on the main maps and on the
smaller maps of major states (1992:15^46), and the maps and time-charts of
"Major Power of South Asia" (1992:145-149) were used to provided further
details.
550 BC
Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Kashi Class 3 — NW NC NE -

NC (North Central)
none
Kosala (Ikshvakus)
Magadha (Haryankas)
Anga
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W
S

-

Assaka
none

550-500 BC.
Schwartzberg, ed. (1992:166-167) dates "powerful
states" in South Asia from c. 560 B.C. This section follows the text (1992:165,
166) rather than the charts (15, 16). In the rivalry between regional powers of the
central Ganges plain, Kashi (chief city Baranasi, i.e. Benares) had attained "some
form of dominance" or "supremacy" over Kosala to the north (city Sravasti),
Magadha (Rajagriha) and Anga (Champa) to the east, even Assaka (Potana) well
to the southwest, by the mid-6th century B.C. During the rest of that century,
however, the supremacy passed to the Ikshvaku dynasty of Kosala, which conquered Kashi, while their ally Magadha annexed Anga. New regional powers
were however coming to prominence: Aside from Magadha, these were Vatsa
south of Kosala (city Kausambi), the Vajji confederacy north of Magadha (main
element the Licchavis of Vaisali), and Avanti well to the west of Vatsa (Ujjayini,
i.e. Ujjain).
500 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Kosala
Class 3 — NW NC NE W
S

(Ikshvakus) - NC - risen from 3
none
Vatsa - new
Magadha (Haryankas) - cont
Vajji - new
- Avanti - (Pradyotas) - new
- none

500—450 BC. Kosala began this period, having absorbed Kashi, as "by
far the dominant power" among the five "major regional powers." But, led by
King Ajatashatru, Magadha fortified Pataliputra (Patna), then by subversion and
war subjugated its neighbor Vajji and Vajji's lesser westerly allies the Mallas
(Kusinara and Pava). Next Magadha conquered Kosala and Kashi and achieved
"paramount status in the mid-5th century B.C." But meanwhile Avanti had also
become an imperialist contender, expanded east, north, northwest and west, subjugating Vatsa in the process. Beyond their field of action the Vijayan rulers of
Lanka (Ceylon, Sri Lanka; Anuradhapura) had risen to regional prominence
(1992:18; MSR 6, i.e. column six of the insert chart "Major States and Rulers of
South Asia") perhaps as early as 483 BC. (1992:166-167, 15.)
450 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Magadha (Haryankas) - NE - risen from 3
Avanti - W - risen from 3
Class 3 — NW - none
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NC
NE
W
S

-

none
none
none
Lanka (Vijayans) - new

450-400 BC. King Sisunaga of Magadha conquered Avanti toward the
end of the 5th century BC and established Magadhan "ascendancy." (1992:167,
15.)
400 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Magadha (Saisunagas) - NE - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - none
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

400-350 BC. In Magadha, the Saisunaga dynasty (which had replaced
the Haryankas) was by 361 replaced in turn by the Nandas, who conquered southwest into the Deccan probably as far as Assaka, and south to the eastern-seacoast
region of Kalinga (Dantapura). (1992:15, 167)
350 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Magadha (Nandas) - NE - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - none
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

350-300 BC. The Nandas reached their peak under MahapadmaUgrasena about 340 BC. The Indian campaign of Alexander the Great (327-325
BC) crushed the armies of tribes and peoples, republics and kingdoms and military oligarchies, in the Northwest (Indus) area, but failed to establish lasting control. The disorder and the feeble Macedonian rule Alexander left behind him permitted and provoked a rebellion which formed in Sind the Maurya power (led by
Chandragupta Maurya and Chanakya Kautilya) that by 321 BC had largely
uprooted the Macedonians and overthrown the Nandas to form the Mauryan
dynasty of the Magadhan Empire. Chandragupta established control in much of
the northwest by 311, repelling a followup invasion by Seleucus Nicator in 305
and thereafter acquiring an arc on the northwest from Gedrosia through Gandhara
to (probably) Kashmir. (1992:15,18,169-171.)
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300 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Magadha (Mauryas) - NE - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - Kalinga (Nandas) - new
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

300-250 BC. Chandragupta or his son Bindusara continued conquests
in the West and South (Andhra, Karnata). Ashoka completed the empire on the
mainland by conquering the Nanda holdout of Kalinga c. 260 BC. He thereupon
embraced Buddhism, renounced military imperialism, and adopted moral or cultural imperialism (conquest through justice and righteousness), obtaining influence over the southern lands of Chera, Chola, Pandya and Satiya thereby. Shortly
after Ashoka's conversion, the Indo-Greek state of Bactria revolted (c. 255 BC)
against the Seleucids and joined Indie history as a military-imperialist state.
(1992:28, 171.)
250 BC

Class 1 — Magadha (Mauryas) - NE - risen from 2
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW - Bactria (Indo-Greeks) - new
NC - none
NE - none
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

250-200 BC. Devanampiya Tissa, Vijayan king of Lanka, exchanged
embassies with and accepted Buddhist cultural proselytization from Asoka without giving political submission. After Asoka's death Magadhan control weakened, especially in the northwest, while the Indo-Greeks expanded southward.
(1992:18, 171-172.)
200 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Magadha (Mauryas) - NE - fallen from 1
Class 3 — NW - Bactria (Indo-Greeks) - cont
NC - none
NE - none
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

200-150 BC. Bactria continued to expand at the expense of secessionist Magadhan provinces in the northwest, through Arachosia, Drangiana and
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Gedrosia to the Arabian Sea. Its empire was however unstable, split by revolts of
the capital area during expansionist phases (190 BC, 171 BC). A second
Indo-Greek kingdom of Gandhara was established at Taksashila (Taxila) and
Sakala by Menander (170 BC).
A military leader overthrew the Mauryas and established the Sunga
dynasty of Magadha (181 BC). Tamil invasions of northern Ceylon provoked a
Vijayan resistance and restoration under Dutthagamani c. 161 BC. (1992:18, 20,
173-174.)
150 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Magadha (Sungas) - NE - cont
Class 3 — NW - Bactria (Indo-Greeks) - cont
Gandhara (Indo-Greeks) - new
NC - none
NE - none
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

150-100 BC. Under Indo-Greek attack, Magadha lost control over the
north central area, which became a buffer zone. Gandhara failed to conquer
Bactria c. 130, briefly establishing a loose bipolarity in the northwest. The
Sai-Wang people of the Ili River Valley of Central Asia, driven by the
Yueh-chih/Tokharian migration westward, moved south to the northern frontier
of Gandhara, where they became the "Northern Sakas" of Indie history.
Scythians of Sogdiana, similarly driven, conquered Bactria but were pushed out
by the Tokharians, rebuffed by Parthia, and settled in Drangiana.
The
Indo-Greek state of "Bactria" however survived in its province of
Paropamisadae, and is therefore listed in the next chart as a "continuing" state.
(1992:20, 174.)
100 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW - Paropamisadae - (Indo-Greeks) - cont
of Bactria
Gandhara (Indo-Greeks) - cont
NC - none
NE - Magadha (Sungas) - fallen from 2
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

100-50 BC. The Northern Sakas under Maues took Gandhara from its
Indo-Greek dynasty and began to extend their power from Taxila to the
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north-central area of the upper Ganges (Mathura). The Scyths of Drangiana mingled there with Sakas and Parthians: therefrom, an "Indo-Parthian" dynasty
emerged at Alexandria Prophthasia, and inaugurated a military-imperialist career
under Azes I, conquering Arachosia (and Alexandria Arachotus/Kandahar),
Gandhara, and Paropamisadae. While the Indo-Greek states vanished by c. 55
BC, the Northern Sakas retained Mathura, which accordingly appears as a "continuing" state. Magadha suffered another dynastic coup, Kanvas replacing
Sungas (who retained power in Vidisha, Dasharna). In the east-coast area of
Kalinga there arose c. 60 BC the Maha-Meghavahana dynasty. Tamils again
invaded Ceylon c. 102- 89 BC and were again repulsed by the Vijayans of Lanka.
(1992:20, 174.)
50 BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Indo-Parthians - NE - new
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Mathura (Sakas) - cont of Gandhara
NE - Magadha (Kanvas) - cont
Kalinga (Maha-Meghavahanas) - new
W - Mulaka (Satavahanas) - new
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

50 BC - AD/BC. The Indo-Parthians remained in the Indus and west;
their expansionist tendencies toward the Ganges were blocked by Mathura and
several ex-Magadha provinces (Panchala, Kosala, Kausambi).
The
Maha-Meghavahana dynasty of Kalinga under Kharavela (c. 20-5 BC) briefly
claimed universal empire and certainly penetrated the east coast of the southern
region (conquering a confederacy led by Pandyas) and deep into the northeast. In
the west, from the Mulaka area round Pratishthana (Paithan), the Satavahana
dynasty destroyed the remnant Sunga state in Dasharna and controlled a substantial area of the south. (1992:20, 174.)
AD/BC

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Indo-Parthians - NW - cont
Mulaka (Satavahanas) - W - risen from 3
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Mathura (Sakas) - cont
NE - Kalinga (Maha-Meghavahanas) - cont
W - none
S
- Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

AD/BC - AD 50. The Indo-Parthians (Azes II and Gondophares) ruled
now from Taxila until c. 45, when they were reduced to vassalage by the
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Kushanas, the Kuei-shang lineage of Tokharians (Yueh-chih), in Bactria.
(1992:20, 21, 175.)
AD 50

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Mulaka
Class 3 — NW NC NE W S
-

(Satavahanas) - W - cont
Kushanas - new
none
none
none
Lanka (Vijayans) - cont

AD 50-100. The second Kushana emperor, Vima Kadphises, conquered
the Indo-Parthians in the northwest and Mathura in the north center, as well as
areas of Central Asia.
His probable successor Kanishka (cap.
Purushapura=Peshawar, Gandhara) conquered the northeast perhaps to Magadha.
The Kshaharata dynasty of Western Sakas in Ujjayini, Avanti, rose to prominence
in the west, at Satavahana expense. The Vijayans of Ceylon were replaced by the
Lambakannas. (1992:21, 175-176.)
AD 100

Class 1 — Gandhara (Kushanas) - NW - risen from
class 2
Class 2 — Mulaka (Satavahanas) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Avanti (Western Sakas) - new
NE - none
W - none
S
- Lanka (Lambakannas) - cont

AD 100-150. The Kushana empire maintains itself from Central Asia to
Northeast India through most of this period; as its rulers were now more settled,
it is henceforth "Gandhara." The Western Saka dynasty of Kshaharatas at
Ujjayini peaked and collapsed; under Gautamiputra Satakarni (106-130) the
Satavahanas of Mulaka destroyed them and conquered their territory by c. 125,
only to lose all back to the Kardamaka dynasty of Western Sakas under
Rudradaman I between 130 and 150. His state is treated as a continuation state
of Avanti despite its locus in Surashtra (Giringara) in the west. Maghas of
Kausambi in the northeast and Yaudheyas of Rohitaka in the north center broke
away from the Kushanas, though the Yaudheyas were soon subjugated by
Rudradaman. In the south, the rising mainland state of Chola under Karikala
invaded Lanka (henceforth "Simhala"); the Lambakanna of Simhala, under
Gajabahu I, however expelled Chola and counterinvaded its mainland territories.
(1992:21, 174-176.)
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AD 150

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Gandhara (Kushanas) - NW - fallen from class 1
Surashtra (Western Sakas/ Kardamakas) W - risen from class 3
Mulaka (Satavahanas) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Yaudheya Republic - new
NE - none
W - none
S
- Chola - new
Simhala (Lambakannas) - cont

AD 150-200.
The Satavahanas of Mulaka, under Yajna Satakarni
(174-203), drove the Western Sakas back, briefly subjugating them, and also
expanded into the south. In the far south, the rivalry between Chera, Chola and
Pandya states led to Chola supremacy under Karikala, though Simhala supported
Chera and Pandya. (1992:21, 175-176.
AD 200

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Gandhara (Kushanas) - NW - cont
Mulaka (Satavahanas) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Yaudheya Republic - cont
NE - none
W - Surashtra (Western Sakas/Kardamakas) fallen from class 2
S
- Chera - new
Chola - cont
Pandya - new
Simhala (Lambakannas) - cont

AD 200-250. The Indo-Scythian Murundas in the northeast and the
Kuninda republic in the northwest attained independence as Kushana power
withered away. The Mulaka (Satavahana) empire likewise fell apart into
provinces, Ikshvakus taking over Andhra (Vijayapuri) and Pallavas
(Kanchipuram) Tondainadu in the southeast, Chutusatakarnis hiving off southern
Satavahanihara. Abhira feudatories of the Western Sakas took away Lata (with
Broach) in the west. Western Saka remnants held on in Ujjayini (Avanti), which
is therefore treated as a continuation state of Surashtra. (1992:21, 175-176.)
AD 250

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — none
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Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Yaudheya Republic - cont
Avanti (Western Sakas) - cont of Surashtra
NE - none
S
- Andhra (Ikshvakus) - new
Tondai (Pallavas) - new
Chera - cont
Chola - cont
Pandya - cont
Simhala (Lambakannas) - cont
AD 250-300.
In the north central region, a Naga state (Padmavati)
established independence in Bundelkhand and then conquered Mathura and
Panchala from the Kushanas. In the northeast, the Murundas (Pataliputra) were
overthrown by the Licchavis (Vaisali), the Ikshvakus of Andhra by the Pallavas.
Vakatakas of Vidarbha (Bidar; Nandivardhana) threw off a remnant of
Satavahana power about 255, and under Pravarasena I (275-335) began a career
of conquest in central India. Guptas from the north central vicinity of Kausambi
and Kosala began to emerge as a power. (1992:21, 175-176, 180.)
AD 300

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Bidar (Vakatakas) - W - new
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Yaudheya Republic - cont
Nagas - new
Avanti (Western Sakas) - cont
Guptas - new
NE - Licchavis - new
W - none
S
- Tondai (Pallavas) - cont
Simhala (Lambakannas) - cont

AD 300-350. The Nagas allied with the Vakatakas of Bidar, threatening
the Guptas and the Licchavis of Vaisali and Palaliputra, who allied under
Chandragupta I (to 335) and merged under his son Samudragupta (335-375?), to
dominate the north central and northeastern areas. The Vakatakas of
Bidar/Vidarbha reached their peak under Pravarasena I about 310, probably dominating the Western Sakas between 304-316, but split into four kingdoms after his
death c. 335. The Pallavas of Tondai rose to paramountcy in the continental
south. (1992:25, 179-180.)
AD 350

Class 1 — Magadha (Guptas) - NC - risen from class 3
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Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW NC NE W S
-

none
Avanti (Western Sakas) - cont
none
Bidar (Vakatakas) - fallen from class 2
Tondai (Pallavas) - cont
Simhala (Lambakannas) - cont

AD 350-400.
By Samudragupta's time the Gupta capital was
Pataliputra, in the northeast, and they will hereafter be treated as a Magadha
dynasty. Samudragupta continued his career of successful military imperialism,
subjugating the Pallavas in AD 350, annexing most states of northeast and north
central India (e.g. the Nagas and Mathura). He rendered subject or tributary
twelve east coast states as far south as the Pallavas, plus a variety of north-central and northwestern states such as those of the Yaudheyas, while claiming paramountcy over Simhala, the Western Sakas, the Vakatakas and the Kushanas. (The
Kushanas still held the northwest frontier against Sassanid Persia and the
Hephthalite Hunas, new conquerors of Bactria, Hsing-nu/Huns out of Central
Asia.) In the south, independent Kuntala (Kadamba) and Ganga states formed
beyond Vakataka and Pallava (hence Gupta) reach. Chandragupta II (c. 375-415)
conquered the Western Sakas, annexed the tributary states of the northwest,
brought the Vakataka dominion under control. About AD 355 Pushyavarman
founded the Varman dynasty eastern frontier state of Kamarupa, under Gupta
overlordship. A Kalabhra state arose in the south in Kongu about this time, conquering the Cholas, Cheras and Pandyas. (1992:25, 179-80.)
AD 400

Class 1 — Magadha (Guptas) - NE - cont
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW - Hephthalites/Hunas - new
NC - none
NE - Kamarupa (Varmans) - new
W - Bidar (Vakatakas) - cont
S
- Tondai (Pallavas) - cont
Kuntala (Kadambas) - new
Ganga - new
Kongu (Kalabhras) - new
Simhala (Lambakannas) - cont

AD 400-450.
The Guptas maintained hegemonic status under
Kumaragupta I (415—455), with the Hephthalites as enemies, Bidar (Vakatakas)
and Tondai (Pallavas) important subordinates balanced by Kuntala (Kadambas)
and Ganga, while the Kalabhras of Kongu remained dominant, independent and
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quiet in the far south. A Pandya Tamil invasion disrupted the Simhala state and
divided the island. (1992:25, 179-180.)
AD 450

Class 1 — Magadha (Guptas) - NE - cont
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW - Hephthalites/Hunas - cont
NC - none
NE - Kamarupa (Varmans) - cont
W - Bidar (Vakatakas) - cont
S
- Tondai (Pallavas) - cont
Kuntala (Kadambas) - cont
Ganga - cont
Kongu (Kalabhras) - cont

AD 450-500.
The Gupta empire faced violent challenges, resisted
briefly, then lost control of many provinces. Around AD 454 a major revolt (by
the Pushyamitras of Mekala in the northeast) was followed (c. 455) by a Huna
invasion of the northwest. Skandagupta (455^467) crushed the revolt and
repelled the invasion. But the Vakataka rulers of Bidar of this period Narendrasena II (440-460), Prithvisena II (460-480), and Harisena (475-510) re- asserted their control in the west and the coastal northeast, while Gupta succession problems allowed the provinces to go their own way. The Hephthalites
under Hephthal II resumed expansion, but then split: a southern Huna state arose
in the Alexandria Gazaca/Ghazni area after c. 455, destroyed the Kushana buffer
state after c. 465, and threw off the Hephthalite overlordship between AD 477 and
490. The Gangas became Pallava vassals, losing territory to the Kadambas of
Kuntala. In Simhala, Dhatusena ended the Tamil state in the north and founded
the first Moriya dynasty. (1992:25, 179-180.)
AD 500

Class 1 — none
Class 2 —- Magadha (Guptas) - NE - fallen
from class 1
Bidar (Vakatakas) - W - risen
from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Hepthalites/Hunas - cont
Southern Hunas — new
NC - none
NE - Kamarupa (Varmans) - cont
W - none
S
- Kuntala (Kadambas) - cont
Kongu (Kalabhras) - cont
Simhala (Moriyas) - renascent
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AD 500-550.
The Southern Huna conqueror Toramara invaded the
Gupta domains, won a decisive victory c. 510, and set up a vassal Gupta at
Pataliputra. His son Mihirkula maintained rule over most of the northwest and
north center, with capitals at Purushapura and Shakala in the upper Indus basin
and raided destructively into the northeast. His Gupta vassal Narasimhagupta
Baladitya (517-532) rebelled; Mihirkula invaded Magadha, devastating
Pataliputra, but retreated. Yasodharman of Malwa in the west, vassal or marcher
lord, defeated Mihirkula c. 530, driving him all the way north to Kashmir and
briefly replacing his hegemony in the northwest. The Vakatakas of Bidar fade
away after Harisena's death (510). In this chaotic period, the Varmans maintained
themselves on the northeast frontier, the Kadambas of Kuntala and Kalabhras of
Kongu in the south, and the Moriyas in Simhala, while the Gangas reasserted
their independence and the Chalukyas of Vatapi, Kadamba vassals, asserted theirs
c. 543, creating a long-lived state hereinafter labelled Karnata. (1992:25-26,
145, 179-180.)
AD 550

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW NC
NE
W
S

-

Hephthalites/Hunas - cont
Southern Hunas - cont
none
Kamarupa (Varmans) - cont
Karnata (Chalukyas of Vatapi) - new
Kuntala (Kadambas) - cont
Gangas - cont
Kongu (Kalabhras) - cont
Simhala (Moriyas) - cont

AD 550-600. Both the Hephthalite and Southern Huna remnant states
disintegrated, the former after defeats at the hands of Sassanids and Central Asian
Turks. The Rais of Alor in Sind, and the Gonandas of Srinagari/Pravapura in
Kashmir, attained some local status in the northwest after the Huna collapse. A
Maukhari state arose in Kanyakubja (Kanauj) in the north central region, extending itself to Pataliputra in the northeast, with two peaks, c. 555 and c. 585, interrupted by a brief "Later Gupta" state in Magadha. On Kanyakubja's western frontier a Pushyabhuti state formed at Sthanvishvara (Thaneswar) and fought, looted,
but failed to conquer in the northwest. In the northeast the Varmans of Kamarupa
held on beyond Maukhari and Later Gupta reach. In the west the Early Kalachuri
power grew at Mahismati in Anupa by substantial conquests, while the Maitrakas
asserted themselves at Valabhi to their west and the Chalukyas of Karnata to their
south expanded at Kadamba expense. In the south, the "Greater" Pallavas under
Simhavishnu and the Pandyas under Kadungon revived and combined to over-
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throw the Kalabhras of Kongu. The Kadambas of Kuntala declined under
Chalukya/Karnata pressure. Simhala underwent a sub- dynastic change from the
first to the second Moriyas. (1992:25, 26, 146, 181.)
AD 600

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Kanyakubja (Maukharis) - NC - new
Anupa (Early Kalachuris) - W - new
Class 3 — NW - Sind (Rais) - new
Kashmir (Later Gonandas) - new
NC - Thaneswar (Pushyabhutis) - new
NE - Kamarupa (Varmans) - cont
W - Valabhi (Maitrakas) - new
Karnata (Chalukyas of Vatapi) - cont
S
- Tondai ("Greater" Pallavas) - renascent
Kuntala (Kadambas) - cont
Ganga - cont
Pandya - renascent
Simhala (Moriyas) - cont

AD 600-650. The Maukhari power of Kanyakubja was destroyed by an
alliance between its rebellious vassal Shashanka in Gauda (Bengal) and a Later
Gupta remnant. It was however the Pushyabhuti Harshavardhana (Harsha) who
profited, defeating Shashanka and annexing his states, taking over the Maukhari
capital Kanauj, conquering in the northwest, then the northeast, establishing
hegemony in the west over the Maitrakas of Valabhi, though he was rebuffed by
the Chalukyas of Karnata. Harsha's highly personal empire vanished with his
death (c. 648).
In the northwest, dynasties changed in Kashmir (Karkotas replacing
Later Gonandas) and Sind (Chachas replacing Rais); the two states contended for
regional hegemony, with Sind the more successful expansionist. In the west,
dominated at the start of the century by the Early Kalachuris of Mahismati under
Buddharaja, the Chalukyas of Karnata were the rising power. They reached their
peak under Pulakesin II, who overthrew Early Kalachuris and Kadambas, subjugated Maitrakas and Gangas, repelled Harsha, but was at last killed (and his state
contained) in a war with the Pallavas of Tondai 641-642. Tondai established a
brief southern hegemony under Narasimhavarman despite Pandya resistance and
rivalry. An eastern branch of the Chalukyas, established at Vengi in Andhra by
Pulakesin, became independent; in Simhala, the second Moriya dynasty struggled
with revived ("second") Lambakannas. In the east, Varman Kamarupa allied with
Harsha to extend itself in the northeast; c. 650, Salasthambas replaced Varmans.
(1992:26, 146, 181-182.)
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AD 650

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Sind (Chachas) - NW - risen from class 3
Tondai (Pallavas) - S - risen from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Karkotas) - cont
NC - none
NE - Kamarupa (Salasthambas) - cont
W - Valabhi (Maitrakas) - cont
Karnata (Chalukyas of Vatapi) - cont
S
- Andhra (Eastern Chalukyas) - new
Pandya - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

AD 650-700. Arabs from the Caliphate attacked Sind, reducing Chacha
influence west of the Indus, but were repelled except along the Makran coast.
The Greater Pallavas helped Manavamma restore the Lambakannas in Simhala,
but, resisted by Pandyas to the south and Eastern Chalukyas of Andhra to the
north, were displaced as the regional dominant power by the revived Karnata
dynasty, the Chalukyas of Vatapi under Vikramaditya I, aided by Ganga and
Pandya. A Later Gupta state also revived under Adityasena in Magadha and conquered Gauda. Among the statelets that struggled in the north central region, a
Kalachuri state at Tripuri in Dahala became noticeable. (1992:26, 31, 146,
181-182.)
AD 700

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Karnata (Chalukyas of Vatapi) - W - risen
from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Sind (Chachas) - fallen from class 2
Kashmir (Karkotas) - cont
NC - Dahala (Kalachuris) - new
NE - Magadha (Later Guptas) - renascent
Kamarupa (Salasthambas) - cont
W - Valabhi (Maitrakas) - cont
S
- Andhra (Eastern Chalukyas) - cont
Tondai (Pallavas) - fallen from class 2
Pandya - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

In the north-center, a "Varman" dynasty at Kanyakubja rose to dominate
the at region and the northeast under Yasovarman about the middle of this period, only to be displaced there and in the northwest c. 733 by Kashmir under the
Karkota Lalitya Muktapida, Kashmir having previously eclipsed the Chachas of
Sind in the northwest. In the north center, the Kalachuris persisted at Tripuri,
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Dahala, while a Gurjara-Pratihara state formed at Ujjayini in Avanti/Malva. In
the northeast, the Salasthambas maintained themselves in Kamarupa, while the
Later Guptas and Magadha sank into obscurity. Maitraka Valabhi held on in the
west, though injured by Arab invasions. The Chalukyas of Vatapi however kept
Karnata dominant in the west, though around 747 they lost control of the
Rashtrakutas of Achalapura, Maharashtra. In the south, Andhra (Eastern
Chalukyas), Tondai (Pallavas), Pandya and Ganga maintained a continuing
struggle. Sind was conquered by Arabs 711-713, who were resisted in the Punjab
by Kashmir and Kanyakubja, and in the west by Karnata. (1992:25, 31, 146,
188.)
AD 750

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Kashmir (Karkotas) - NW - risen from class 3
Karnata (Chalukyas of Vatapi) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - Kanyakubja (Varmans) - renascent
Malva (Gurjara-Pratiharas) - renascent
Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Kamarupa (Salasthambas) - cont
W - Valabhi (Maitrakas) - cont
Maharashtra (Rashtrakutas) - new
S
- Andhra (Eastern Chalukyas) - cont
Tondai (Pallavas) - cont
Pandya - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

AD 750-800. The struggles between Kashmir and Kanyakubja in the
north ended with the decline of both. The Rashtrakutas in this period overthrew
the Chalukyas of Vatapi, extended their domination over Andhra, Dahala and
Ganga, and clashed with Tondai. The Gurjara-Pratiharas of Malva extended their
reach northward, subjugating the Varman king of Kanyakubja in the reign of
Vatsaraja. In the northeast, about 756, the Pala dynasty of Vanga (Bengal) was
founded, and began expanding westward under Dharmapala, but were contained
by Malva under Vatsaraja. In about 786, Dhruva, the Rashtrakuta king of
Maharashtra, defeated Vatsaraja, occupied Malva, and repelled a second advance
on Kanyakubja by Pala Bengal. The Rashtrakutas, however, withdrew; Bengal
installed a client in Kanyakubja; Malva expelled him and defeated his Pala overlords. (1992:31, 188-189.)
AD 800

Class 1 — Maharashtra (Rashtrakutas) - W - risen
from class 3
Class 2 — Malva (Gurjara-Pratiharas) - NC - risen
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from
Class 3 — NW NC NE W
S

class 3
Kashmir (Karkotas) - fallen from class 2
none
Bengal (Palas) - new
Kamarupa (Salasthambas) - cont
- none
- Tondai (Pallavas) - cont
Pandya - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

AD 800-850.
The Rashtrakutas in the reign of Govinda III attained
widespread hegemony. In the north c. 800 he defeated Nagabhata II of Mai va and
received the submission of Chakrayudha of Kanyakubja and Dharmapala of
Bengal. In the south he subjugated the Pallavas (803), and received the submission of Pandya, Simhala and the Kulasekharas of Chera (Kerala) c. 804. After
Govinda's death in 814 most of these submissions were revoked. Nagabhata II
restored Gurjara-Pratihara power in the north, overthrew the Ayudhas in
Kanyakubja, and transferred his capital to Kanauj. In the south, the Pandyas
expanded at Pallava expense, invading and subjugating Simhala in 840. Dahala,
Ganga, Andhra and Kerala also resumed independence; Bengal and Kamarupa
maintained theirs. (1992:31, 188-189.)
AD 850

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Kanyakubja (Gurjara-Pratiharas) - NC - cont
Maharashtra (Rashtrakutas) - W - fallen from
class 1
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Karkotas) - cont
NC - Dahala (Kalachuris) - renascent
NE - Bengal (Palas) - cont
Kamarupa (Salasthambas) - cont
W - none
S
- Andhra (Eastern Chalukyas) - renascent
Tondai (Greater Pallavas) - cont
Ganga - renascent
Pandya - cont

AD 850-900. The Gurjara-Pratihara power reached its zenith in this
period in the rule of Mahendrapala, who dominated the north from sea to sea after
conquering the Palas in 883. Kamarupa had shown the way by expanding into
Bengal at Pala expense 861-865. Maharashtra remained largely inactive, though
it briefly restored lordship over Kerala 855-865 and over Andhra. The Eastern
Chalukyas of Andhra however regained their independence, and even attacked
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Maharashtra and Dahala 888-896. About the same time the Cholas overthrew the
Pallavas of Tondai and set off on their own career of expansion. Simhala
regained its independence in the process of aiding the struggle for office of
Varagunavarman II of Pandya in 862. In the northwest, the Hindu Shahis of
Kabul had expanded into Gandhara and the Punjab after the decline of the brief
Saffarid power in Zabulistan (Ghazni). (1992:32, 146, 188- 189.)
AD 900

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Gandhara (Hindu Shahis) - NW - renascent
Kanyakubja (Gurjara-Pratiharas) - NC - cont
Maharashtra (Rashtrakutas) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Saffarids - new
Kashmir (Utpalas) - cont
NC - Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Kamarupa (Salasthambas) - cont
W - none
S
- Andhra (Eastern Chalukyas) - cont
Tondai (Pallavas) - cont
Chola - renascent
Ganga - cont
Pandya - cont
Kerala (Kulasekharas) - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - renascent

AD 900-950. The Rashtrakutas embarked on their second major expansion. Indra i n stormed the Pratihara capital Kanauj in 915-916; although the
Pratihara state was restored, it was much weakened. The Chandellas of
Bundelkhand asserted themselves in independent local expansion; Malwa under
the Paramaras, Sarasvata (Gujarat) in the west under the Chaulukyas/Solankis,
likewise began to go their independent ways. Bengal, re-emergent under the
Palas, eclipsed northeastern Kamarupa. Another Maharashtran invasion under
Krishna III in 939 continued the process of fragmentation in the Kanyakubja
domains.
In the south, Rashtrakuta expansion was delayed. Andhra went under
Maharashtran dominance again, but re-emerged. More important was the rise of
the Cholas, who conquered Pandya 912-933 and invaded Simhala c. 945 (though
without success). In 949 the Rashtrakutas at last invaded Chola. Meanwhile in
the northwest the Hindu Shahis maintained themselves in Gandhara, while the
Parvagupta dynasty displaced the Utpalas in Kashmir. (1992:31, 188-189.)
AD 950

Class 1 — Maharashtra (Rashtrakutas) - W - risen
from class 2
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Class 2 — Gandhara (Hindu Shahis) - NW - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Parvaguptas) - cont
NC - Kanyakubja (Gurjara-Pratiharas) fallen from class 2
Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - new
Malwa (Paramaras) - renascent
Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Bengal (Palas) - renascent
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - new
S
- Andhra (Eastern Chalukyas) - cont
Chola - cont
Kerala (Kulasekharas) - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont
AD 950-1000.
The major phenomenon of the period is the
Maharashtra/Rashtrakuta climax under Krishna III and collapse thereafter.
Maharashtra's invasion of Chola 949-966 eclipsed that empire; Pandya was conquered c. 950; Simhala submitted in 957. In 963 Krishna III again invaded
north-central India, further contributing to Pratihara decline and the fragmentation of the north (emergence of the proto-Rajput Chahamanas of Sapadalaksha).
But in ten years time all was lost. The Paramaras of Malwa invaded Maharashtra
in 971, defeated the Rashtrakuta forces, plundered the capital Manyakheta in 972.
Chalukya feudatories in Kalyani rose against their Rashtrakuta overlords in 973,
overthrew them, and reestablished the Karnata state.
In the south, the Pandyas enjoyed a brief resurgence 967-980, only to be
conquered by the even more resurgent Cholas under Rajaraja the Great in 987.
The Cholas invaded and annexed northern Ceylon in 993, reducing Simhala to
sub-regional significance. In the northeast, Kamarupa re-emerged under the
"Palas" or Bhaumas dynasty of Pragjyotisha.
In the northwest, the Samanid (Bukhara) general Alptigin expelled the
Lawik rulers of Ghazni. Sabuktigin of Ghazni expanded into Kabulistan
986-987. Ghazni threw off Samanid lordship 994- 999, annexed much of the far
northwest, and continued a war with the Hindu Shahis of Gandhara begun in 972
- even as the Shahis annexed the Punjab c. 999. (1992:31-32, 188-190.)
AD 1000

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Ghazni - NW - new
Gandhara (Hindu Shahis) - NW - cont
Malwa (Paramaras) - NC - risen from class 2
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Parvaguptas) - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - new
NC — Kanyakubja (Gurjara-Pratiharas) - cont
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Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Dahala (Kalacuris) - cont
NE - Bengal (Palas) - cont
Kamarupa ("Palas"/Bhaumas) - renascent
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - cont
Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) - renascent
S
- Chola - cont
AD 1000-1025.
The most notable phenomenon of this period is
Mahmud of Ghazni, who destroyed and annexed the Hindu Shahi state of
Gandhara in 1018-1021, though he was held off by a new Lohara dynasty of
Kashmir. Aside from extending his power west and north, Mahmud raided deep
into north central and western India. In 1019, 1020-1021 and 1025 the
Chandellas of Bundelkhand led a Hindu confederacy to resist his assaults, incidentally overthrowing the Gurjara-Pratiharas of Kanyakubja for their poor performance; under Vidyadhara they reached the peak of their influence, eclipsing
the Gurjara-Pratiharas and Kalachuris to dominate the north central region
1017-1027, while pressing against the Palas in the northeast.
At the same time the Cholas under Rajendra I reached their peak in the
south, subjugating Ganga in 1004, completing the conquest of Simhala in 1017,
sending an expedition to Bengal at Pala expense in 1022, and even raiding
Indonesia in 1025. Hoysala hill chiefs in 1024 became allies of Chalukya
Karnata to resist Chola pressure. (1992:32, 146-147, 189-190.)
AD 1025

Class 1 — Ghazni - NW - risen from class 2
Class 2 — Malwa (Paramaras) - NC - cont
Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - NC - risen from
class 3
Chola - S - risen from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Loharas) - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - cont
NC - none
NE - Kamarupa ("Palas"/Bhaumas) - cont
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - cont
Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) - cont
S
- Hoysalas - new

AD 1025-1050. All major powers in the north declined under rebellion
and collective attack. Ghazni was weakened in 1038-1040 by the secession of
their Seljuq vassals in Merv. The Kalachuris of Dahala threw off Chandella lordship (1017-1027) and under Kama expanded northward at Chandella expense.
The Paramaras of Malwa attained a brief ascendancy under Bhoja, which was put

https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/ccr/vol34/iss34/6

34

Wilkinson: Configurations of the Indic States System
97

down by an alliance of Dahala, Karnata and Gujarat, their eastern, southern and
western neighbors respectively. Kama, the Kalachuri king (1040-1072) of
Dahala, fought successfully in the northwest, north-center and northeast.
Karnata made the Hoysalas of Dvarasamudra vassals. A revolt against the Chola
empire began in Simhala in 1029.
In the northeast, the Palas of Bengal re-emerged yet again, from Cholan
and Chandella pressure this time; the eastern Ganga state of Kalinga began a similarly lengthy career. Toward the end of this period, the Chalukyas of Kalyani
(Karnata) under Somesvara I began a series of long-distance campaigns to weaken the Cholas in Tondai and Andhra, the Palas in Vanga in the Gangetic delta, the
Bhaumas on the Brahmaputra, and the Chandellas and Paramaras in the
Kanyakubja area, even planting a "Karnata" dynasty in Nepal. The Chandellas
and Paramaras were thereby permanently weakened, the Chalukyas temporarily
strengthened. (1992:32, 146-147, 189-190.)
AD 1050

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Ghazni - NW - fallen from class 1
Dahala (Kalachuris) - NC - renascent
Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) - W - risen from
class 3
Chola - S - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Loharas) - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - cont
NC - Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - fallen from
class 2
Malwa (Paramaras) - fallen from class 2
NE - Bengal (Palas) - renascent
Kalinga (Eastern Gangas) - renascent
Kamarupa ("Palas"/Bhaumas) - cont
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - cont
S
- none

AD 1050-1075.
Dahala and Chola declined in this period. Simhala
reappeared; others held their status. Dahala reached its peak under Kama, who
fought all his neighbors with good success, but its suzerainties withered after his
death. Simhala finally threw off the Cholas in 1070, at which time the latter united dynastically with their Eastern Chalukya feudatories of Andhra.
The relative stability of the state structure belies the vigor of the struggles e.g. between Karnata and Chola, Karnata and Malwa, Malwa and Dahala,
etc. Karnata in particular, under Vikramaditya VI, continued to harass Chola in
the south, Dahala and Bengal in the north. Two of the three targets declined in
this period, the third in the next. (1992:32, 189-190.)
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Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Ghazni - NW - cont
Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Loharas) - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - cont
NC - Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Dahala (Kalachuris) - fallen from class 2
Malwa (Paramaras) — cont
NE - Bengal (Palas) - cont
Kalinga (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Kamarupa ("Palas"/Bhaumas) - cont
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - cont
S
- Chola - fallen from class 2
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - renascent

AD 1075-1100. Karnata attacks eastward continued, leading to a split
in Pala Bengal, as a new dynasty, the Senas, claiming to be from Karnata,
achieved independence in the Radha area in 1097.
The Gahadavala king Chandradeva of Kashi (1089-1103) raised his
state to prominence in the north central region, expanding east and west in the
Ganges Plain. (1992:32,190.)
AD1100

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Ghazni - NW - cont
Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Loharas) - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - cont
NC - Kashi (Gahadavalas) - new
Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Malwa (Paramaras) - cont
Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Bengal (Palas) - cont
Senas -new
Kalinga (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Kamarupa ("Palas'VBhaumas) - cont
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) cont
S
- Chola - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

AD 1100-1125.
Karnata reached its peak in this period under the
Chalukya Vikramaditya VI, while the Ghaznavids fell under Seljuq control. The
Chaulukyas of Gujarat held off the Chahamanas of Rajputana. Kalinga expand-
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ed into Radha in Bengal, while the Senas moved eastward into Pala territory in
Vanga. (1992:32, 189-190.)
AD 1125

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Loharas) - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - cont
NC - Kashi (Gahadavalas) - cont
Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Malwa (Paramaras) - cont
Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Bengal (Palas) - cont
Senas - cont
Kalinga (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Kamarupa ("Palas"/Bhaumas) - cont
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - cont
S
- Chola - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

AD 1125-1150. In this period sudden shifts in power advanced Gujarat
and Kashi. The Chaulukyas of Gujarat annexed Paramara Malwa in 1138; the
Gahadavalas of Kashi reached their peak under Govindachandra, whose diplomatic network embraced Chola (presumably vs. Karnata as well as Dahala,
Bengal and Kalinga), Gujarat and Kashmir (probably vs. Rajputana). Karnata
declined, probably under pressure from Sarasvata, Dahala and Chola. The Palas
of Bengal conquered Kamarupa and established their minister Vaidyadeva there
c. 1138, but Kamarupa retained or regained its independence as the Palas retreated in Bengal under Sena pressure. Kalinga pressed the declining Cholas in
Andhra. (1992:32, 189-190.)
AD 1150

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - W - risen from 3
Kashi (Gahadavalas) - NC - risen from 3
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Loharas) - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - cont
NC - Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Bengal (Palas) - cont
Senas - cont
Kalinga (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Kamarupa (Vaidyadevas) - cont
W - Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) - fallen
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S

-

from class 2
Chola-cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

AD 1150-1175. This was the rising time for the Chahamana dynasty of
Sapadalaksha in Rajputana under Vigraharaja VI, who subjected the Tomara
kingdom of the Delhi area just southeast of the Punjab c. 1152. In the northwest,
the Ghurid dynasty began a rapid rise at Ghaznavid expense - Ghazni was sacked
1151, the Ghaznavids expelled into the Punjab 1157-1160, where they re- established themselves.
The Senas finally extinguished Pala power in Bengal c. 1161, colliding
now with the Gahadavalas of Kashi. A new power formed in Telingana in the
south, the Kakatiya dynasty of Anumakonda and Orugallu (Warangal), Chalukya
vassals independent c. 1158 and expansionist thereafter. The Chalukyas lost their
grip when Kalachuris usurped their throne in 1156, holding it to 1181. Other
Chalukya vassals, the Yadavas, began to emerge in the west at this time. Simhala
briefly invaded Pagan (Burma) 1165. (1992:32, 189- 190.)
AD 1175

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - W - cont
Rajputana (Chahamanas) - NW - cont
Kashi (Gahadavalas) - NC - cont
Class 3 — NW - Ghur - new
Ghaznavids - renascent
Kashmir (Vuppadevas) - cont
NC - Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Bengal (Senas) - cont
Kalinga (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Kamarupa (Vaidyadevas) - cont
W - none
S
- Telingana (Kakatiyas) - new
Chola - cont
Simhala (2nd Lambakannas) - cont

AD 1175-1200.
The Chahamanas of Rajputana reached their peak
1177-1192 under Prithviraja III, who warred with Gujarat, Malwa, Bundelkhand
and Kashi to seek a north Indian hegemony which was taken from him suddenly
by the Ghurids in 1192. This was but one act in Muhammed of Ghur's notable
career of conquest: he took Multan in the southern Punjab in 1175, Sind in 1182,
Ghaznavid Lahur in the Punjab 1186; he conquered the Chahamanas in 1192; he
seized the territories of Kashi in the central Gangetic plain in 1194; he began the
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conquest of Sena Bengal in 1199. Gujarat resisted Ghur in 1178 but lost control
over Malwa in the process and was plundered (but not conquered) in 1196-1197
by the Ghurid viceroy and future Delhi sultan Qutb-ud-din Aibak.
Although Karnata under the Chalukyas of Kalyani briefly r e - emerged
from Dahala Kalachuri domination in 1181, their Yadava vassals of Devagiri
(Mulaka; Maharashtra) were independent by 1185 and conquered their northern
domains by 1200; the Hoysalas of Dvarasamudra also expanded at their expense.
The Yadavas began a struggle for supremacy in the south with the Hoysalas from
1187 and reduced the Kakatiyas of Telingana to tributary status in 1195. After
1196 Simhala fell apart and Ceylon remained internally divided and at war.
Pandya emerged from the shadow of Chola. (1992:32, 38, 189-190, 196, 197.)
AD 1200

Class 1 — Ghur - NW - risen from class 3
Class 2 — Dvarasamudra (Hoysalas) - S - renascent
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Vuppadevas) - cont
NC - Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Malwa (Paramaras) — renascent
Dahala (Kalachuris) - cont
NE - Bengal (Senas) - cont
Kalinga (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Kamarupa (Vaidyadevas) - cont
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - fallen
from 2
Maharashtra (Yadavas) - renascent
Karnata (Chalukyas of Kalyani) renascent
S
- Telingana (Kakatiyas) - cont
Chola - cont
Pandya - renascent

AD 1200-1225.
Unable to maintain long-range imperial control, the
Ghurids had appointed a Mamluk (slave) viceroy, Qutb-ud-din Aibak, to control
their Indian domains, thus creating the durable Sultanate of Delhi. The Ghurids
themselves soon collapsed. Muhammed was in 1204 defeated in Central Asia by
Kara Khitais, and died in 1206, whereupon his Indian viceroy and his governors
in the Punjab and Sind declared independence. Punjab and Sind then challenged
Delhi for the inheritance; the Punjab ruler Yalduz, who had seized Ghazni and
Lahore, was defeated by Iltutmish of Delhi in 1215.
The Ghurid general Bakhtiyar Khalji conquered Bengal from
Lakshmanasena in 1206, but was held off by Kamarupa and Orissa (Kalinga).
His successors became independent of Delhi in 1211.
The Chandellas compensated themselves for losses to Delhi in the north
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by absorbing the Kalachuri domains in Dahala to 1250; they and the Paramaras
of Malwa resisted Delhi attacks.
The Yadavas of Maharashtra expanded east and south, forcing the
Hoysalas back to their core area around Dvarasamudra c. 1215. The Hoysalas
then turned south. There the Pandyas had begun a rapid expansion, conquering
Simhala briefly 1212-1216 and then conquering Chola 1216. The Hoysalas freed
Chola and used its alliance to maintain paramountcy in the south after 1220.
Telingana expanded east from Andhra at Orissa expense after 1210;
Orissa became tributary to Khalji Bengal 1214-1225.
AD 1225

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Slaves/Mamluks) - NC - new
Maharashtra (Yadavas) - W — risen from 3
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Vuppadevas) - cont
Sind (Qubacha) - renascent
NC - Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
Malwa (Paramaras) - cont
NE - Bengal (Khaljis) - cont
Orissa (Kalinga: Eastern Gangas) - cont
Kamarupa (Vaidyadevas) — cont
W - Gujarat (Chaulukyas/Solankis) - cont
S
- Dvarasamudra (Hoysalas) - fallen from
class 2
Telingana (Kakatiyas) - cont
Chola - cont
Pandya - cont

AD 1225-1250.
In this period there was a major shakeout of small
powers - Sind, Malwa, Bengal and Chola. Qubacha, the governor of Sind, was
defeated by Iltutmish, Delhi Sultan, in 1228. Paramara Malwa and Khalji Bengal
also came briefly but intermittently under the dominance of Delhi; in the south,
Chola went under Hoysala dominance.
The Yadavas of Maharashtra continued to expand, conquering the
Kadambas in 1238. The Kakatiyas of Telingana subjugated the "Teluguchodas"
of the former Pallava heartland around Kanchipuram c. 1250. The Kakatiya
hegemony in south India lasted to about 1245, when it began to contract under
Pandya challenge.
Ceylon remained divided between "Kalingas" and
"Jambudonis"; a Malaysian invasion occurred in 1247. Orissa acquired Radha
from Bengal in 1244.
In Gujarat, the Vaghela dynasty replaced the Chaulukyas around 1242.
In the northwest, small independent Rajput principalities began to emerge in protected areas after the Chahamana collapse. Kamarupa repelled Bengali attack in
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1227. An "Ahom" dynasty under Sukapha rose to importance in the far northeast
after 1228, so much so that it seems appropriate to prelabel this area "Assam."
(1992:37, 38, 196.)
AD 1250

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Mamluks) - NC - cont
Maharashtra (Yadavas) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Vuppadevas) - cont
NC - Bundelkhand (Chandellas) - cont
NE - Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - new
W - Gujarat (Vaghelas) - cont
S
- Telingana (Kakatiyas) - cont
Dvarasamudra (Hoysalas) - cont
Pandya - cont

AD 1250-1275.
Bundelkhand finally passed under the rule of Delhi,
while Malwa threw that rule off. Otherwise there was considerable stability in
the state structure, with small territorial changes in the north and large ones in the
south. Orissa lost Radha again in 1255. Kamarupa regretted another Bengali
attack in 1257. In Ceylon, the Kalingas and Jambudonis both declined; Malaysia
invaded again in 1258; a Javaka kingdom arose in the north in 1262. In the south,
Pandya inflicted a major defeat on Telingana in 1258, resubjugated Chola and
took over Teluguchoda (ex-Tondai of the Pallavas). A series of four Pandya invasions of Ceylon began in 1258. In 1262 Pandya defeated Dvarasamudra.
(1992:37, 38.)
AD 1275

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Mamluks) - NC - cont
Maharashtra (Yadavas) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Vuppadevas) - cont
NC - Malwa (Paramaras) - renascent
NE - Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gujarat (Vaghelas) - cont
S
- Telingana (Karkatiyas) - cont
Dvarasamudra (Hoysalas) - cont
Pandya - cont

AD 1275-1300. In Delhi the Khalji dynasty replaced the Mamluks by
a coup in 1290. The Khaljis conquered and annexed Gujarat 1299-1304, having
first reduced the power of Maharashtra in an invasion in 1296 that forced Yadava
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submission. The Mamluks took over Bengal, restoring its independence. The
Khaljis suffered under raids by Mongols from Ghazni after 1297. Kashmir
underwent a dynastic change.
Further south, Yadava expansion through Dahala was halted by the
Delhi attack, and Telingana took advantage of this to expand westward at
Maharashtran expense. Pandya expansion continued, with vassal Chola absorbed
in 1279 and the invasion of Ceylon culminating in hegemony over the island after
1284. (1992:37, 38, 197.)
AD 1300

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Khaljis) - NC - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Simhadevas) - cont
NC - Malwa (Paramaras) — cont
NE - Bengal (Mamluks) - renascent
Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Maharashtra (Yadavas) - fallen from
class 2
S
- Telingana (Kakatiyas) - cont
Dvarasamudra (Hoysalas) - cont
Pandya - cont

AD 1300-1325. A major change occurred, continuing and accelerating
the trend of the last quarter-century though under different auspices. Two-thirds
of all powers lost their independence and a first-class power reappeared.
That power was Delhi, under the Khaljis to 1320, then under the
Tughluqs. The Khaljis, aside from beating back Mongol invasions to 1306 and
raiding Ghazni, Kabul and Qandahar to weaken the Mongols after 1306, came
close to rolling up the map of India. They conquered most of Gujarat by 1304
and invaded Telingana the same year (subjugating it 1310); conquered Malwa in
1305; finished a long conquest of Rajputana 1311 and the same year raided
Pandya (again in 1318) and Dvarasamudra; subjugated Maharashtra in 1316 and
annexed it in 1318. These new Khalji domains were however rebellious: Sisodiya
Rajputs of Chitor rebelled in 1316 and were independent by 1321; Telingana was
in revolt 1313-1318; and in 1320 there was a dynastic war for Delhi that overthrew the Khaljis. Their Tughluq successors had the same agenda, however, conquering and annexing Telingana 1321-1323, Pandya 1323, Bengal 1325, even
Orissa briefly in 1324. (Kashmir was invaded by Mongols and occupied
1320-1323 by Ladakh.) (1992:38, 197.)
AD 1325

Class 1 — Delhi (Tughluqs) - NC - risen from class 2
Class 2 — none
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Class 3 — NW - Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - renascent
NC - none
NE - Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - none
S
- none
AD 1325-1350. The Delhi empire lost the south, northeast and northwest. The Tughluqs, who defeated further Mongol invasions in 1328-1329, and
put down a rebellion in Gujarat in 1345, were successfully repudiated by the
Sultanate of Ma'bar in the Pandya area in 1334; by Dvarasamudra in 1335; by the
Ilyas Shahis of Bengal after 1338; by their own governor of Kampili, Harihara,
who founded the Sangama dynasty and the Vijayanagar state in 1336; by the
Bahmanis of Bidar in the Deccan in 1346; by the Reddis in Andhra before 1350.
Local powers also re-formed in the northwest - the Sammas at Thatta in Sind
after 1334; the Shah Mirs in Kashmir after 1339.
The new and renascent states of the south at once fought one another.
Dvarasamudra conquered much of Ma'bar territory 1338-1342, only to be conquered and annexed in turn by Vijayanagar in 1343. Vijayanagar now became
involved in a long struggle with the Bahmanis of Bidar. (1992:38, 197-198.)
AD 1350

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Tughluqs) - NC - fallen from class 1
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - renascent
Sind (Sammas) - renascent
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - none
NE - Bengal (Ilyas Shahis) - renascent
Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Bidar (Bahmanis) - renascent
S
- Andhra (Reddis) - renascent
Dvarasamudra (Hoysalas) - renascent
Vijayanagar (Sangamas) - new
Pandya (Ma'bar) - renascent

AD 1350-1375. Tughluq Delhi put down another uprising in Gujarat
1350-1351, resisted Bahmani expansion c. 1358, pushed Bengal back c. 1353,
unsuccessfully attacked Bengal 1354 and 1359, revassalized Orissa for a while
1360-1361, subjugated Sind 1362, and on the whole held their own and recovered a bit more. Vijayanagar made further gains in the south, annexing Ma'bar
Pandya. Andhra gained some territory at Orissa's expense. (1992:38,197.)
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Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Tughluqs) - NC - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - none
NE - Bengal (Ilyas Shahis) - cont
Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Bidar (Bahmanis) - cont
S
- Andhra (Reddis) - cont
Vijayanagar (Sangamas) - cont

AD 1375-1400. This was a period of disintegration in the north as the
Tughluqs and Delhi declined and collapsed. Sind reasserted its independence c.
1388; the Sharqis of the north-central area of Jaunpur asserted theirs in 1398.
Timur of Samarkand, the Chagatai Mongol, invaded India 1398-1399, devastated Delhi, set up Khizr Khan Sayyid as ruler of the Punjab, received the nominal
submission of Kashmir, and departed, leaving chaos behind.
Elsewhere,
Vijayanagar annexed northern Ceylon 1386-1390, and gained territory at
Andhra's expense. (1992:38, 39, 198-199.)
AD 1400

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Sind (Sammas) - renascent
Punjab - (Sayyids) - new
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
Jaunpur (Sharqis) - new
NC
Bengal (Ilyas Shahis) - cont
NE
Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
Bidar (Bahmanis) - cont
W
Andhra (Reddis) - cont
S
Vijayanagar (Sangamas) - cont

AD 1400-1425. Four states rose out of the welter to more than local
prominence. (1) The Sayyids of the Punjab took control of Delhi. (2) The
Eastern Gangas of Orissa expanded against the northern half of Andhra, which
had split apart in 1402. (3) The Sangamas of Vijayanagar extended their alliance,
protection and hegemony to the southern half of Andhra. (4) Bahmani Bidar
formed itself into Vijayanagar's major opponent.
Bengal attempted to expand c. 1400 into Assam, c. 1405 into Arakan; the
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Ilyas Shahis were displaced by the Ganeshas in 1415. Jaunpur fought both offensively and defensively against Delhi in 1400, 1402, and 1407, making little headway. A Ghurid dynasty declared Malwa independent of Delhi in 1401; an Ahmad
Shahi dynasty declared Gujarat independent of Delhi in 1407; from 1408 on
Malwa and Gujarat often fought. The Timurid governor of Kabul attacked Delhi
in 1423. Chinese intervention in Ceylon in 1411 led to occasional tribute-payment. (1992:39, 198-199.)
AD 1425

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Sayyids) - NC - renascent
Orissa (Eastern Gangas) - NE - risen from class 3
Bidar (Bahmanis) - W - risen from class 3
Vijayanagar (Sangamas) - S - risen from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Sind (Sammas) - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - Jaunpur (Sharqis) - cont
Malwa (Ghurids) - renascent
NE - Bengal (Ganeshas) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gujarat (Ahmad Shahis) - renascent
S
- none

AD 1425-1450.
Delhi, Orissa and Vijayanagar all declined. Sayyid
Delhi was again attacked by the Timurid Mughal governor of Kabul 1431-1432;
it lost outlying territories after 1434: Khokhar tribes supported by Kabul and
Kashmir attacked the Punjab; Langas tore away Multan in the lower Punjab. A
Sharqi attack on Delhi in 1437 forced the declining Sayyids into a matrimonial
alliance.
A Gajapati minister staged a coup in Orissa in 1435, ending the
long-lived Eastern Ganga dynasty, and overthrew the rulers of northern Andhra
c. 1445. Vijayanagar had annexed southern Andhra c. 1428, reconquered northern Ceylon c. 1432 and imposed hegemony throughout the island c. 1438; but by
1450 the Savulus had taken a unified Ceylon away from the Sangamas.
Malwa rose in power during this period. The Ghurids of Malwa fought
the Bahmanis 1425-1434, expanding slightly at Bidar's expense, and drove to the
Ganges plain to the cost of Delhi and Jaunpur 1431-1439. In 1436 a Khalji coup
expelled the Ghurids of Malwa, who fled to Gujarat where they procured a
(futile) Gujarati invasion on their behalf. The Khaljis attacked Delhi 1442 and
Rajputana 1442-1448 with little effect.
Gujarat expanded at Rajput expense 1428-1433 and at Bahmani
expense 1429-1432. The Ilyas Shahis regained power in Bengal 1442. (1992:39,
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198-199.)
AD 1450

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Malwa (Khaljis) - NC - risen from class 3
Bidar (Bahmanis) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Sind (Sammas) - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - Delhi (Sayyids) - fallen from class 2
Jaunpur (Sharqis) - cont
NE - Bengal (Ilyas Shahis) - cont
Orissa (Gajapatis) - fallen from 2
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gujarat (Ahmad Shahis) - cont
S
- Vijayanagar (Sangamas) - fallen from
class 2
Ceylon (Savulus) - new

AD 1450-1475. Malwa overeached in this period, attacking Gujarat in
1451, the Rajputs and Bahmanis 1455-1467. Gujarat and the Bahmanis allied to
restrain Malwa 1461-1463 (after fighting each other). Bahmani Bidar drove
Malwa back c. 1464, expanded at Orissa's expense in Telingana c. 1468 and at
Vijayanagari expense on the west coast.
The Lodi dynasty acquired Delhi 1451 and began driving out the
Sharqis, who had asserted control almost to its gates (and expanded eastward as
well). Orissa began to fight continuously with Bengal for border territories in
1459, and fought the Bahmanis in a lesser struggle for Telingana, controlling it
1459-1468, losing it c. 1468. Parts of Ceylon fell away from the Savulus after
1467. (1992:39^*0, 199.)
AD 1475

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Jaunpur (Sharqis) - NC - risen from 3
Bidar (Bahmanis) - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Sind (Sammas) - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - Delhi (Lodis) - cont
Malwa (Khaljis) - fallen from class 2
NE - Bengal (Ilyas Shahis) - cont
Orissa (Gajapatis) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gujarat (Ahmad Shahis) - cont
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S

- Vijayanagar (Sangamas) - cont
Sri Lanka (Savulus) - cont

AD 1475-1500. Lodi Delhi conquered and annexed Jaunpur from the
Sharqis in two main drives, 1479 and 1495. Orissa reconquered Andhra from the
Bahmanis by 1485, and added Telingana by 1491.
Vijayanagar was in decline from 1485. The Bahmani state began to
decay after 1482; three local sultanates emerged in 1490, the west becoming
Ahmadnagar (Nizam Shahis), the north Berar (Imad Shahis), the southwest
Bijapur (Adil Shahis), though these remained more or less obscure until c. 1520.
Meanwhile at the center (Bidar) the Bahmanis themselves became puppets of the
Barid Shahis in 1492. (1992:40, 200.)
AD 1500

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Lodis) - NC - risen from class 3
Orissa (Gajapatis) - NE - risen from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Sind (Sammas) - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - Malwa (Khaljis) - cont
NE - Bengal (Husain Shahis) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gujarat (Ahmad Shahis) - cont
Bidar (Bahmanis/Barid Shahis) fallen from class 2
S
- Vijayanagar (Saluvas) - cont
Sri Lanka (Savulus) - cont

AD 1500-1525.
Delhi lost lower-Ganges territory to Bengal in 1503
and 1524, and to Lohani rebels in 1523. Bengal also expanded toward Assam
(1502), which was also extending its territory (but oppositely, against the
Chatiyas, upstream on the Brahmaputra). More important in eclipsing Delhi's
pre-eminence was the revolt of its eastern territories, ex-Jaunpur, begun 1518,
extending to and complicated by a westerly revolt in Punjab c. 1522-1524.
The Sisodiya Rajputs under Sanga enjoyed a brief florescence at this
time. Gujarat (which fought the Portuguese with Egyptian and Turkish help in
1508 and 1509) fought the Sisodiyas 1512 and 1517-1522 on behalf of the
Khaljis of Malwa, who were defeated by Rajputana in 1519.
Arghuns from Seistan in the northwest conquered Sind from the
Sammas 1518-1522. But of greater future import in this area was the growth of
a Mughal power at Kabul under Babur, extending from Ferghana in Central Asia
to Ghur and to the Punjab.
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Vijayanagar changed dynasties (Saluvas out, Tuluvas in) in 1505, and
under Krishnadeva Raya began a major expansion 1512-1523 against Bijapur
(harassed from behind by Ahmadnagar to its north) and Bidar (in the Golconda
area, which hived off from Bidar in 1512 under the Qutb Shahis). More noteworthy was Vijayanagar's conquest of Orissa 1513-1518; part was annexed, and
the Gajapati dynasty weakened.
The Savulu realm, by now confined to southeastern Ceylon, split into
three parts in 1521. (1992:40, 148,200.) In 1510 the Portuguese conquered Goa.
They established a chain of forts and trading posts in the west, south and northeast, but as Goa was their headquarters they are henceforth treated as a (small)
western power, even when themselves under the Spanish crown 1580-1640.
AD 1525

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Vijayanagar (Tuluvas) - S - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - risen from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Kabul (Mughals) - new
Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Sind (Arghuns) - cont
NC - Delhi (Lodis) - cont
Malwa (Khaljis) - cont
NE - Bengal (Husain Shahis) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
Orissa (Gajapatis) — fallen from class 2
Gujarat (Ahmad Shahis) - cont
W - Ahmadnagar (Nizam Shahis) - new
Berar (Imad Shahis) - new
Bijapur (Adil Shahis) - new
Portuguese - new
S
- Golconda (Qutb Shahis) - new

AD 1525-1550.
Vijayanagar suffered a setback with the death of
Krishnadeva Raya. After a brief recovery by Bijapur c. 1530-1543, it again lost
ground to a recovered Vijayanagar and its ally Ahmadnagar after 1543.
Ahmadnagar and Golconda began to squeeze Berar and renascent Bidar between
them. Golconda gained territory in Andhra at Orissan expense 1531-1540.
Great instability was shown elsewhere as well. Rajputana declined,
Gujarat rose and fell, Delhi rose and fell, all in connection with the fortunes of
the Mughals. The Mughals under Babur defeated the Lodis and took Delhi in
1526, defeated the Rajput confederacy in 1527, defeated the Lodis again in
Awadh 1531, conquered Gujarat and Malwa 1535. But an Afghan adventurer,
Sher Khan Sur, established himself in Bihar 1526-1532, conquered Bengal
1529-1538, defeated a Mughal invasion 1538-39, followed their retreat,48took
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Delhi in 1540, conquered Malwa 1541-1543 and received Rajput submission in
1544. But Sher Khan died in 1545, whereupon Malwa and Rajputana reasserted
independence. Meanwhile the fugitive Mughal emperor Humayun borrowed an
army from Persia and regained Kabul.
On a more local level, Gujarat conquered Malwa 1531-1532 and Rajput
Chitor in 1535 before being ousted and conquered by the Mughals; Gujarat suffered Portuguese piracy 1528-1532 and made a Portuguese alliance in 1535. The
eclipse of the Chitor-based Sisodiya Rajputs of Mewar by the Mughals and
Gujarat led to a brief florescence of Jodhpur-based Rathor Rajputs of Marwar
1532-1544; they too fell under the Surs 1544, but regained independence 1545.
In the northeast Assam succeeded in a small expansion at Kachari
expense 1526-1531, decisively defeating them in 1537, while repulsing a
Bengali invasion in 1527, and suppressing Chutiya revolts 1527 and 1529.
(1992:40, 44, 204.)
AD 1550

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Vijayanagar (Tuluvas) - S - cont
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Shah Mirs) - cont
Sind (Arghuns) - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - fallen from class 2
NC - Delhi (Surs) - new
NE - Orissa (Bhois) - cont
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gujarat (Ahmad Shahis) - cont
Ahmadnagar (Nizam Shahis) - cont
Berar (Imad Shahis) - cont
Bijapur (Adil Shahis) - cont
Bidar (Barid Shahis) - renascent
Portuguese - cont
S
- Golconda (Qutb Shahis) - new

AD 1550-1575. The Sur empire of Delhi broke apart in 1553 and fell
into civil warfare, which was interrupted by a Mughal reconquest 1555-1557.
The Mughals conquered the rest of the middle Ganges: Awadh 1556-1558, Bihar
1574-1575. Rajputana was mostly subjected or conquered by 1568; but the
Sisodiya Rana Pratap Singh of Mewar rebelled and was independent after 1571.
Gujarat fell into civil war 1563-1572, and was conquered and annexed by the
Mughals 1572-1575. Sind fell into two parts in 1554: the Mughals conquered
and annexed the north in 1574. The Mughals conquered Malwa in 1557 and were
in firm control by 1564.
In Bengal, Karrani Afghans replaced the Surs in 1564. A state of Koch
had formed between Bengal and Assam; attacked Assam in 1562 and 1570; was
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invaded and defeated by Bengal in 1568. Orissa split in two in 1568, when
Bengal conquered the north.
Vijayanagar reached a new peak of power in 1559 under the regent
Ramraj, dominating Bijapur, which opposed and defeated Ahmadnagar in 1558
and 1561. But Bijapur revolted against Vijayanagar in 1565, leading
Ahmadnagar and Golconda to inflict a disastrous defeat on Vijayanagar at
Talikota. In 1570, with a change of dynasty to the Aravidus, Vijayanagar fell into
three parts, Bijapur and Golconda expanding at its expense, while 1572-1574
Ahmadnagar annexed Berar. (1992:40, 44.)
AD 1575

Class 1 — Delhi (Mughals) - NC - risen from class 3
Class 2 — Bijapur (Adil Shahis) - W - risen from 3
Class 3 — NW - Kashmir (Chaks) - cont
Sind (Tarkhans) - cont
Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - none
NE - Bengal (Karranis) - renascent
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Ahmadnagar (Nizam Shahis) - cont
Bidar (Barid Shahis) - cont
Portuguese - cont
S
- Golconda (Qutb Shahis) - cont
Vijayanagar (Aravidus) - fallen from
class 2

AD 1575-1600.
The Mughals acquired Kandahar in 1595, Kashmir
1578-1588, Bengal 1575-1576 (uprisings put down 1579-1587), northern Orissa
1590-1592. They invaded Ahmadnagar in 1596, taking Berar from it that year
and conquering the capital in 1600, though strong resistance continued.
Bijapur came under pressure from Golconda, and from a recovering
Vijayanagar after 1585. Vijayanagar fought to recover southeast coastal territory
from Golconda, and was eventually successful 1577-1594. Golconda expanded
more successfully northeast from 1575, conquering the southern part of Orissa by
1597. In Ceylon, the Portuguese (under Spain 1580 onward) received much of
the southwest (Kotte), while a Savulu scion in inland Kanda claimed the island in
1592 and waged war against them. (1992:40, 44, 46.)
AD 1600

Class 1 — Delhi (Mughals) - NC - cont
Class 2 — Golconda (Qutb Shahis) - S - risen from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Rajputana (Sisodiyas) - cont
NC - none
NE - Assam (Ahoms) - cont
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W

S

-

Bijapur (Adil Shahis) - cont
Bidar (Barid Shahis) - cont
Portuguese - cont
- Vijayanagar (Aravidus) - cont
Ceylon (Savulus) - renascent

AD 1600-1625. The Mughals held Kandahar against Persian siege in
1606, and against Persian diplomacy 1611-1620, but lost it 1622. Mughal
attacks against the Sisodiya Rajputs of Mewar compelled their submission in
1614. Sikh rebellions begun in the Punjab in 1606. In the northeast, the Mughals
fought Assam from 1612 on, after suppressing an Afghan revolt in Bengal in
1612 and conquering Koch Bihar.
In the west, the Nizam Shahis continued to fight for independence, driving the Mughals back to Malwa and Gujarat in 1609-1612. They formed an
anti-Mughal coalition with Bijapur and Golconda 1615-1621, leading to
Ahmadnagar occupying Berar 1616-1626 and Bijapur annexing Bidar 1619. But
the coalition broke up in 1621, and Bijapur attacked Ahmadnagar 1621-1634,
forcing the Nizam Shahis to hand the Mughals back much territory. The Mughals
however were largely preoccupied 1622-1624 by the dynastic revolt of Shah
Jahan in Bengal against Jahangir.
In the south, Vijayanagar was fraying apart. In the area of Mysore
(ex-Ganga, ex-Dvarasamudra) the Wadiyar (Udaiyar) vassals established a state
with a long future in 1610.
In Ceylon, the Portuguese retained control of Kotte in the southwest,
seized Jaffna in the north in 1619, and fought with the Savulus of Kanda for the
whole island. Dutch landings in 1602 boded well for Kanda—in the short run.
(1992:44, 46, 206.)
AD 1625

Class 1 — Delhi (Mughals) - NC - cont
Class 2 — Bijapur (Adil Shahis) - W - risen from class 3
Golconda (Qutb Shahis) - S - cont
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Portuguese - cont
S
- Vijayanagar (Aravidus) - cont
Ceylon (Savulus) - cont

AD 1625-1650. The Mughals made major gains in the west and south:
Ahmadnagar was conquered and annexed in 1633; Bijapur and Golconda were
invaded in 1635 and submitted in 1636. But there were signs of overextension.
Sikh rebellions in the Punjab continued to 1645. In the far northwest, Kandahar
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was restored to the Mughals in 1638, but recaptured by Persia in 1649. The
Mughals had taken Balkh in 1646, but evacuated it with great losses in 1648. The
struggle with Assam ended with Mughal gains, but Assam still extant, in 1638.
As Mughal vassals, Bijapur and Golconda now undertook to expand
southward. Golconda captured the Vijayanagar capital in 1646; Bijapur partly
occupied Mysore, now independent, in 1649. Premonitions of the future
appeared in the west, when the Maratha Shivaji began a revolt against Bijapur in
1647.
In Ceylon, the Dutch, invited by Kanda to expel the Portuguese, instead
seized several ports 1638^12. A triangular war began in 1645. (1992:44, 206.)
AD 1650

Class 1 — Delhi (Mughals) - NC - cont
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Portuguese - cont
S
- Mysore (Wadiyars) - new
Kanda (Savulus) - cont
Dutch - new

AD 1650-1675. Mughal attepts to retake Kandahar from Persia failed
1652, 1653 and 1656, but a Sisodiya Rajput resistance (fortification of Chitor
1652) was put down by 1658.
In 1657-1658 the Mughals suffered a war of succession, in which
Aurangzeb defeated his three brothers. This led to frontier problems: Koch Bihar
revolted 1658 (but was crushed 1661); Assam encroached on Mughal territory in
1658, was punished 1661-1663 with major territorial losses, but regained these
1667-1669 with interest. Bijapur and Golconda both regained their independence in 1657, though Bijapur suffered Mughal attacks in consequence thereafter.
The Marathas under Shivaji, having extended their domains, were
attacked by the Mughals in 1659 and 1663; nonetheless Shivaji sacked Surat in
1664. There was a Maratha-Mughal peace in 1665, with major Maratha territorial concessions. Shivaji exacted tribute from Bijapur and Golconda in 1668,
attacked the Mughals again in 1669, sacked Surat again in 1670 and raided widely thereafter. Shivaji was crowned as Maharaja in 1674.
The Portuguese were expelled from Ceylon in 1665-1660, the Dutch
establishing control of Kotte between 1654 and 1670. The Dutch also took
Portuguese positions in Kerala (Chera) between 1662-1663.
Pathan uprisings 1672-1675 in the northwest stretched Mughal forces.
Sikhs rebelled sporadically in the Punjab against the Mughals after 1661.
(1992:46, 206, 207.)
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AD 1675

Class 1 — Delhi (Mughals) - NC - cont
Class 2 — Bijapur (Adil Shahis) - W - renascent
Bhonsle (Marathas) - W - new
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - none
S
- Mysore (Wadiyars) - cont
Ceylon (Savulus) - cont
Dutch - cont

AD 1675-1700.
The Mughals imposed suzerainty on Golconda by
force 1677, attacked again and annexed it 1684-1687. Bijapur joined the Mughal
attack in 1677, but was attacked and annexed anyway 1684-1686.
Shivaji died in 1680, having extended his power into the south in
1677-1678; a Mughal attack took the capital (Raigarh) of the Maratha state
(Bhonsle) in 1689, leading to disorder in the west as Maratha raids continued.
In the south, Mysore had a period of local expansion under Chikka Deva
Raja 1672-1704; and the French presence began to make itself felt, from their
settlement at Pondicherry (since 1674).
In the northwest, Rathor Rajputs of Marwar were in rebellion against the
Mughals after 1679, with Sisodiya Mewar support 1679-1681. (1992:46, 206,
207.)
AD 1700

Class 1 — Delhi (Mughals) - NC - cont
Class 2 — none
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - none
S
- Mysore (Wadiyars) - cont
French - new
Ceylon (Savulus) - cont
Dutch - cont

AD 1700-1725.
The death of the Mughal emperor Aurangzeb in 1707
started the decline of the Mughal state. The Rathor Rajputs of Marwar regained
their independence at once, as in fact did the Sisodiyas of Mewar. Bhonsle was
refounded by Shahu, grandson of Shivaji, with its capital now at Satara, and
received all but nominal independence of the Mughals in 1714. Power in the
Maratha confederacy gradually passed to the Peshwas, hereditary "prime ministers." The Mughal governor of Golconda in 1724 assumed independence as
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Nizam of Hyderabad. The Mughal governor of Gujarat gave the Marathas the
right to levy taxes there in 1725. (1992:46, 211.)
AD 1725

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Delhi (Mughals) - NC - fallen from class 1
Class 3 — NW - Mewar (Sisodiyas) - renascent
Marwar (Rathors) - new
NC - none
NE - Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Bhonsle/Satara - cont
Marathas (Peshwas) - new
S
- Hyderabad (Golconda: Nizams) renascent
French - cont
Ceylon (Savulus) - cont
Dutch - cont

AD 1725-1750.
The Delhi state declined into insignificance, as the
Marathas and Hyderabad rose. In the northwest the Afsharid Turk Nadir Kuli
Khan (Shah), ruler of Persia after 1729, conquered Herat 1729-1730, Seistan
1736, Balkh 1737, Mughal Kabul and Ghazni 1738, Kashmir 1739; the Mughals
ceded Sind and all territory west of the Indus to Persia in that year, after Nadir
Shah sacked Delhi city, which became Maratha and Afghan prey thereafter.
Nadir Shah was assassinated in 1747, whereupon the Afghans chose Ahmad Shah
Durrani as Afghan king; he prepared to invade India.
The Mughal governors of north central Oudh and north eastern Bengal
became independent over this period.
Marathas achieved control of Gujarat 1727-1737, Malwa 1735-1746,
Bundelkhand 1737-1747, and even raided Bengal after 1742. The Portuguese in
Goa fought them back and forth in the 1730's and 1740's. In the 1740's Marathas
also raided Rajput territories in the northwest, and the domains of the nominal
Hyderabad vassal, but actually independent, Nawab of the Carnatic in the far
south.
In 1740-1741 Maratha forces fought their way through the Carnatic to
Madura, killing the Nawab on the way; they were pursued by the Nizam, who in
1743 installed a new Nawab and expelled the Marathas. The war was conmplicated by the presence of French Pondicherry and British Madras and Fort St.
David in the area, and by an Anglo-French war (Austrian Succession) in Europe:
French and British fought each other 1746-1748. The French went on to install
a rival Nawab in 1749, and defeated the Nizam's counterattack in 1750, whereupon a new pro-French Nizam took power.
The Dutch held the coast of Ceylon, Kandy the interior; Kandy support-
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ed an unsuccessful anti-Dutch revolt in 1736. (1992:54, 211.)
AD 1750

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Marathas (Peshwas) - W - risen from class 3
Hyderabad (Nizam) - S - risen from class 3
Class 3 — NW - Afghanistan (Durranis) - new
Marwar (Rathors) - cont
NC - Oudh (Nawabs) - new
NE - Bengal (Nawabs) - renascent
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - none
S
- French - cont
Carnatic (Nawabs) - new
Ceylon (Nayakkars) - cont
Dutch - cont

AD 1750-1775. The Marathas became predominant in this period, but
then the confederacy dissolved into its main geographic components. Marathas
controlled Orissa by 1752, expanded against Hyderabad in Berar 1752 and
Ahmadnagar 1760 and Mysore 1756, and rendered most Rajputs tributary after
1756.
Afghanistan also had ambitions, however. It annexed the Punjab and
Kashmir in 1752. The Marathas invaded the Punjab, but were defeated by the
Afghans in the third battle of Panipat 1761, which weakened the Peshwa's authority in the confederacy. The Bhonsle state at Nagpur was virtually independent,
though aggressive, after 1768. Sindhia (Gwalior) became independent in the
north-center, c. 1722, as did Holkar (Indore) in the same area and smaller
Gaikwar in the west. Hyderabad received a respite from Maratha pressure after
Panipat.
In the northwest, Afghanistan retained the overlordship of Sind, but the
Sikhs of the Punjab rebelled almost constantly after 1752, and a Sikh confederacy had overrun most of the Punjab by 1767.
In the south, the new Nizam granted Andhra and much of the east coast
to the French 1750-1755 for military services. The French-supported Nawab of
the Carnatic was opposed by a claimant supported by the British, Mysore and
Marathas, who was victorious 1750-1752. A different alignment followed:
Mysore fought the Marathas 1759-1772; the French fought the British, without
success, 1758-1761. Hyderabad ceded Andhra and coastal areas to the British
for a military alliance in 1759 and 1766.
Kandy again supported an insurrection against the Dutch in 1760; the
Dutch then fought and defeated Kandy 1761-1765 and acquired all remaining
coastal areas in 1766.
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In the northeast, Bengal ceded Orissa to Bhonsle/Nagpur in 1752.
Bengal became involved in the French-British fights on the French side, and was
defeated by Clive at Plassey 1757. After substantial British military action
1757-1765 to install their candidate for the Nawabship of Bihar and Bengal, they
took those territories themselves in 1765, and took Oudh under their protection
(against the Marathas) in 1773. Gurkhas acquired Nepal 1767-1769 and began
expanding east and south. (1992:54, 55, 211.)
AD 1775

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Afghanistan (Durranis) - NW - risen from class 3
Bhonsle/Nagpur - W - new
Marathas (Peshwas) - W - cont
British - NE - new
Sindhia - NC - new
Holkar - NC - new
Class 3 — NW - none
NC - none
NE - Nepal - new
Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gaikwar - new
S
- Hyderabad (Nizams) - fallen from class 2
Mysore (Muslims) - renascent
Carnatic (Nawabs) - cont
Dutch - cont

AD 1775-1800.
The complex multipolar configuration that had
emerged continued, with some changes and some turnover. Afghanistan pressed
on the Punjab, appointing a Sikh governor in 1798, who however swiftly established an independent Sikh state. Nepal expanded eastward and especially westward in the mountainous northeast and north-center. Bhonsle/Nagpur was generally at peace. Sindhia dominated Rajputana and the north-center, including the
remnant of the Mughal Empire, while Holkar was eclipsed. The British expanded into Benares at the expense of their protectorate Oudh in 1794, while thereafter supporting Oudh in a compensatory expansion (in the opposite direction).
This movement was an encroachment upon Sindhia, which had fought the British
indecisively 1781-1782 and allied with themn in 1782.
Mysore allied with the French against the British 1779-1784, and fought
the Peshwa's Marathas 1784-1787. Mysore fought Hyderabad and the British
1789-1792, leading to a major defeat and territorial losses to both (and to the
Peshwa). After a seesaw battle between Marathas and Hyderabad 1795-1796,
Mysore again fought the British in 1799 and lost further territory, all of which
went to the British by 1800 as the Peshwa declined his share and the Nizam ceded
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his. The remnant of Mysore became a British protectorate 1799, as did
Hyderabad 1798-1800.
The British seized the coast of Ceylon from the Dutch and made Kandy
a protectorate 1795-1796. The Carnatic became increasingly a British protectorate as well. (1992:55,212.)
AD 1800

Class 1 — none
Class 2 — Afghanistan (Durranis) - NW - cont
Sindhia - NC - cont
British - NE - cont
Nepal - NE - risen from class 3
Marathas (Peshwas) - W - cont
Bhonsle/Nagpur - W - cont
Class 3 — NW - Punjab (Sikh) renascent
NC - Holkar - fallen from class 2
NE - Assam (Ahoms) - cont
W - Gaikwar - cont
S
- none
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